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DEED OF RIGHT OF WAY FOR ROAD PURPOSES 
AND AN OFFER TO DEDICATE FOR PUBLIC STREET AND ROAD PURPOSES 

The undersigned, hereby warranting they constitute all of the owners of the real property hereinafter specifi-
cally described, hereby grant a right of way for ingress and egress, public utilities, storm and sanitary sewers, 
water pipe lines, and street purposes, in, under, over, through and across the described real property, such grant 
being to those owners of existing developed sites, who obtain County approval of such uses, and to owners of 
subsequently approved building sites, or both, whether a part of the hereinafter described real property or not, 
which sites require or necessarily use such described real property as the means of access to a public road. 

The undersigned further, irrevocably offer to dedicate to the County of Santa Clara, or its successor 
agencies and assigns, forever a right of way and easement for public street and road purposes in, over, under, 
through and across the real property hereinafter described, such dedication to be accepted only when the Board 
of Supervisors or its successor agencies and assigns adopt and record in the Office of the Recorder of the County 
of Santa Clara a resolution specifically accepting as a county maintained road such offered right of way, such 
acceptance including any or all of the purposes set forth herein. Until such resolution is recorded, the County of 
Santa Clara shall not be responsible for and shall, incur no liability with respect to such offered right of way or 
any improvement thereon, or any maintainarice thereof, nor shall this offer in any way alter the present status 
of the described right of way as essentially a private road until such time as there is such formal acceptance by 
the County of Santa Clara. 

If any change in alignment, length or width of roadway approved by the County of Santa Clara or its suc-
cessor agencies results in vacation of any part of the real property dedicated herein, such vacation shall terminate 
the dedication as to the part vacated. 

The provisions hereof shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the heirs, successors, assigns and 
personal representatives of the respective parties hereto. 

Such real property is described as follows: 

SEE EXHIBIT "A" ATTACHED HERETO 

AND MADE PART THEREOF 

I tt-

J 

CHECKED FOR ACCURACY AND COMPLIANCE 
WITH COUNTY REQUIREMENTS 

<CL 
lame of Civil Engineer or Land Surveyor 

B 1 7 Q / O , 

(RCE or LS Number) Dat< 

S Z H M O O k . 



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, t h c ^ i d Owncr(s) h a £ . . cxccutcd this Deed o n . 

. J k ^ & 

J 5 i i PAGE!26S 

( O W N E R ) ( O W N E R ) 

( O W N E R ) ( O W N E R ) 

The undersigned, Trustee under Deed of Trust recorded in Book Official Records, page , 
Santa Clara County Records, hereby joins in, consents to, and subordinates its rights under said Deed of Trust 
to the easement herein conveyed. 

( T R U S T E E ) 

(Individual) 
S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A , 

County o r ^ S a ^ y ^ . , r 
3 Q ^ . . d a y of Q . O J s S ^ f ^ C . in the year one thousand nine hundred 

before me. ... , a Notary Public, 
State of California, duly commissioned and sworn, personally appeared 

p r L ^ y v v ^ S C K i t y o q . . ^ 

On this. 

OFFICIAL SEAL 
C A T H Y BIAGGI 

*| NOTARY P U B L I C - C A L I F O R N I A 
S A N T A C L A R A C O U N T Y 

My Comiiiissiou Expires July 11,1939 

known to me to be the person....whose name subscribed to the within instrument, 
and acknowledged to me that....he....executed the same. 

IN W I T N E S S W H E R E O F I have hereunto set my h ^ P ^ a n d affixed my official seal 
in the County of ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ r f e S v . .the day and 
year in this certificate first .abciye written. 

Notary Public, State 
Cowdery's Form No. 34—(Acknowledgment—General) (C, C. Sec. 1189) M y C o m m i s s i o n 

2 first ahqye written. 

of California. * 

(Corporat ion) 
S T A T E O F C A L I F O R N I A , ) 

s , 
County of ) 

"On this day of in the year one thousand nine hundred and 
before me, , a Notary Public, 
State of California, duly commissioned and sworn, personally appeared 

known to me to be the of the corporation described 
in and that executed the within instrument, and also known to me to be the person ....who 
executed the within instrument on behalf of the corporation therein named, and acknowledged 
to me that such corporation executed the same 

IN W I T N E S S W H E R E O F I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my offical seal 
in the County of the day and 
year in this certificate first above written. 

My Commission Expires 
Notary Public, State of California. 

(Partnership) 
STATE O F C A L I F O R N I A 

.County of. 
On 
before me, the undersigned, a Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared 

to be of the partners of the partnership 
that executed the within instrument, and acknowledged to me 
that such partnership executed the same. 

known to me 

W I T N E S S my hand and official seal. 

Signature 

Name (Typed or Printed) 

^9146 REV 10/72 
My Commission Expires 
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October 7, 1985 16455-228 

EXHIBIT "A" 
OF THAT CERTAIN 

DEED OF RIGHT-OF-WAY FOR ROAD PURPOSES 

All that portion of Lots 9 through Lot 20 in Block "L" as said Lot and Block 
are shown on that certain Map entitled "Map of Subdivision No. 2 - Los Altos 
Country Club Properties" as recorded August 3, 1925 in Book "U" of Maps at 
pages 1, 2 and 3, Santa Clara County Records, situate in the County of Santa 
Clara, State of California, such real property being more particularly 
described as follows: 

BEGINNING at the most Northerly corner of said Lot 9 said Northerly comer 
also being on the centerline of West Brook Avenue a 40 foot right-of-way as 
shown on said Map; thence from said point of beginning along the generally 
Easterly lines of said Lot 9 through Lot 20 the following four courses and 
distances: South 15° 54' East 205.14 feet; South 05° 43' East 205.12 
feet; South 12° 47' West 65.00 feet; South 23° 26' West 195.00 feet to the 
most Southerly corner of said Lot 20; thence leaving said Easterly line and 
centerline of said West Brook Avenue along the Southerly line of said Lot 20 
North 66° 34' West 30.00 feet; thence parallel to and 30 feet distant from, 
measured at right angles to the centerline of said West Brook Avenue North 
23° 26' East 157. 72 feet; thence along a tangent curve to the left with a 
radius of 370.00 feet through a central angle of 10° 39' an arc distance of 
68.77 feet to a point that is 30 feet distant from, measured at right angles 
to the centerline of said West Brook Avenue; thence along a line parallel to 
the centerline of said West Brook Avenue North 12° 47' East 11.43 feet; 
thence along a tangent curve to the left with a radius of 70.00 feet through a 
central angle of 18° 30', an arc distance of 22.60 feet to a point that is 
30 feet distant from, measured at right angles to the centerline of said West 
Brook Avenue; thence along a line parallel to the centerline of said West 
Brook Avenue North 05° 43' West 135.37 feet; thence along a tangent curve to 
the left with a radius of 570.00 feet through a central angle of 10° 11' an 
arc distance of 101.31 feet to a point that is 30 feet distant from, measured 
at right angles to the centerline of said West Brook Avenue; thence along a 
line parallel to the centerline of said West Brook Avenue North 15° 54

1
 West 

151.68 feet to the north line of said Lot 9; thence along the North line of 
said Lot 9 North 74° 061 East to the point of beginning, containing 0.4572 
acres, more or less. 
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AGREEMENT BY OWNER OR HIS SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST 
TO CONSTRUCT FUTURE LAND DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS 

(DEFERRED IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT) 

Project Identification: &>1 t f / ? - & 7 ~ 73 ~ 9 7 B ft/AD^A/ LN. 

This is an agreement between the COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, hereinafter 
referred to as "County", and BaA/tSAAtiO A . FeAtS/4/}-

hereinafter referred to as "Owner". 

WHEREAS, Owner desires to develop the property described in Exhibit A 
and wishes to defer construction of permanent improvements and County 
agrees to such deferment provided Owner agrees to construct improvements 
as herein provided. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED: 

I. AGREEMENT BINDING ON SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST 

This agreement is an instrument affecting the title or possession of 
the real property described in Exhibit A. All the terms, covenents and 
conditions herein imposed shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit 
of the successors in interest of Owner. Upon the sale or division of the 
property described in Exhibit A the terms of this agreement shall apply 
separately to each parcel and the owner of each parcel shall succeed to 
the obligations imposed on Owner by this agreement. Upon annexation to 
any City, Owner agrees to fulfill all the terms of this agreement upon 
demand by such city as though Owner had contracted with such city origi-
nally. Any annexing city shall have all the rights of a third party 
beneficiary. 

II. STREET AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS 

A. County and Owner agree that the improvements set forth in this 
section may be deferred because: 

It is not practical to install full street and drainage 
improvements at this time. 

B. Owner agrees to construct the following improvements on the 
property described in Exhibit A as well as required off-site improvements 
in the manner set forth in this agreement: 

Improvements required by County and generally described on Exhibit B. 
(Cross out improvements that are not required.) 

1. 
2. 

• * . 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

Curb and gutter 
Sidewalks 
Driveways 
Street grading, base and paving 
Storm drainage facilities 
Erosion control plantings and facilities 
Electroliers 
Underground conduit with wiring and pull boxes 
Barricades and other improvements needed for traffic safety. 
Street trees and other improvements between the curb_and property 
line. r r j 

11. Relocation of existing fences, 6igns and utilities 

196S R 7 / 7 6 Page 1 of 3 



12. Payment of a pro rata share of the costs as determined by the 
County of a storm drainage or street improvement which has been, 
or is to be, provided by others or jointly provided by Owner and 
others where such facility benefits the property described in 
Exhibit A. 

C. When the County Engineer or County Surveyor determines that the 
reasons for the deferment of the improvements as set forth in Section II 
no longer exist, he shall notify Owner in writing to commence their in-
stallation and construction. The notice shall be mailed to the current 
owner or owners of the land as shown on the latest adopted county assess-
ment roll. The notice shall describe the work to be done by owners, the 
time within which the work shall commence and the time within which the 
work shall be completed. All or any portion of said improvements may be 
required at a specified time. Each owner shall participate on a pro rata 
b.isis in the cost of the improvements to be installed. If Owner is obli-
gated to pay a pro rata share of a cost of a facility provided by others, 
the notice shall include the amount to be paid and the time when payment 
must be made. 

III. PERFORMANCE OF THE WORK 

Owner agrees to perform the work and make the payments required by 
County as set forth herein or as modified by the Board of Supervisors. 
Owner shall cause plans and specifications for the improvements to be 
prepared by competent persons legally qualified to do the work and to 
submit said improvement plans and specifications for approval prior to 
commencement of the work described in the notice and to pay county in-
spection fees. The work shall be done in accordance with county standards 
in eLfect at the time improvement plans are submitted for approval. Owner 
agrees to commence and complete the work within the time specified in the 
notice and to notify the County at least 48 hours prior to start of work. 
In the event Owner fails to construct any improvements required under this 
agreement, County may, at its option, do the work and collect all the costs 
from the Owner. Permission to enter onto the property of Owner is granted 
to County or its contractor as may be necessary to construct such improvements. 

IV. JOINT COOPERATIVE PLAN 

Owner agrees to cooperate upon notice by County with other property 
owners, the County and other public agencies to provide the improvements 
set forth herein under a joint cooperative plan including the formation 
of a local improvements district, if this method is feasible to secure 
the installation and construction of the improvements. 

V. REVIEW OF REQUIREMENTS 

If Owner disagrees with the requirements set forth in any notice to 
commence installation:of improvements he shall, within 30 days of the 
date the notice was.mailed, request a review of the requirements by the 
Board of Supervisory'of County. The decision of this Board shall be 
b inding upon both County and; Owner. 
.. : t , i - • • i • • ' • - ' • . • ' ! 

VI; MAINTENANCE OF IMPROVEMENTS 

County agrees to accept for maintenance those improvements specified 
In Section II which are1'constructed and completed in accordance with County 
standards and requirements and are installed within rights of way or ease-
ments dedicated and accepted by resolution of the Board of Supervisors. 

Deferred Improvement Agreement 
Page 2 of 3 



Owner agrees to provide any necessary temporary drainage facilities, 
access road or other required improvements, to assume responsibility for 
the proper functioning thereof, to submit plans to the appropriate County 
agency for review, if required, and to maintain said improvements and 
facilities in a manner which will preclude any hazard to life or health 
or damage to adjoining property. 

VII. BONDS 

Prior to approval of improvement plans by the County, Owner may be 
required to execute and deliver to the County a faithful performance bond 
cind a labor and materials bond in an amount and form acceptable to County 
•to be released by the Board of Supervisors in whole or in part upon com-
pletion of the work required and payment of all persons furnishing labor 
and materials in the performance of the work. 

VIII. INSURANCE 

Owner shall maintain, or shall require any contractor engaged to per-
form the work to maintain, at all times during the performance of the work 
called for herein, a separate policy of insurance in a form and amount ac-
ceptable to County. 

IX. INDEMNITY 

The Developer shall assume the defense and indemnify and save harmless 
the County, its officers, agents and employees, from every expense, liabil-
ity or payment by reason of injury "including death" to persons or damage to 
property suffered through any act or omission, including passive negligence 
or act of negligence, or both, of the Developer, his employees, agents, con-
tractors, subcontractors, or anyone directly or indirectly employed by either 
of them, or arising in any way from the work called for by this agreement, 
on any part of the premises, including those matters arising out of the 
deferment of permanent drainage facilities or the adequacy, safety, use or 
nonuse of temporary drainage facilities, the performance or nonperformance 
of the work. This provision shall not be deemed to require the developer 
to indemnify the County against the liability for damage arising from the 
sole negligence or willful misconduct of the County or its agents, servants 
or independent contractors who are directly responsible to the County. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, County has executed this agreement as of 
@<t . 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Owner has executed thisagreement as of 

< 6 A . . . 

A k a ^ ^ 
TSxgn FTdmes Exactiy THeyyfppear" 
On Deed of Title) 

APPROVED AS TO. FORM: A . feZflEtfLA 

L ' J C - ^kLJL v< -
Deferred Improvement Agreement Page 3 of 3 



CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 

I 

State of 

County of 

On xrJ-O . before me, 
Date Name and Title of Officer "Jane Doe,^<6tary Public") 

personally appeared _ 
Name(s) of Signer(s) 

• personally known to me - O R -fc] proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) 
whose name(s) is/are subscribed to the within instrument 
and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the 
same in his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by 
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), 
or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, 
executed the instrument. 

i i Oi 

SONG f 
i flinon734 L 

SUNG J. SONG 
C o m m i s s i o n # 1 0 9 0 7 3 4 s 

N o t a i y P u b f l c — C a f t f o m l a f 
S a n t a C l a r a C o u n t y 

M y C o m m . Expires M a r 1 5 2 0 0 0 

i/ v m> • i < i 
WITNESS my hand and official seal. 

y / -
Signature of Notary 

OPTIONAL 
Though the information below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying orrthe document and could prevent 

fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another document. 

Description of Attached Document 

Title or Type of Document: 

Document Date: Number of Pages: 

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above: 

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer(s) 

Signer's Name: 

• Individual 
• Corporate Officer 

Title(s): 
• Partner — • Limited • General 
• Attorney-in-Fact 
• Trustee 
• Guardian or Conservator 
• Other: 

RIGHT THUMBPRINT 
OF SIGNER 

Top of t h u m b here 

Signer Is Representing: 

Signer's Name: 

• Individual 
• Corporate Officer 

Title(s): 
• Partner — • Limited • General 
• Attorney-in-Fact 
• Trustee 
• Guardian or Conservator 
• Other: 

RIGHT THUMBPRINT 
O F SIGNER 

© 1995 National Notary Association • 8236 Remmet Ave., P.O. Box 7184 • Canoga Park, CA 91309-7184 Prod. No. 5907 Reorder: Call Toil-Free 1-800-876-6827 



EXHIBIT A 

All that certain parcel of land described in that Grant Deed. Daniel G. 
Arellano to Bernardo A. Ferreira recorded with document no. 13825469 
Official records. Office of the Recorder, County of Santa Clara, State of 
California, which description is by this reference incorporated herein 
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AGREEMENT BY OWNER OR HIS SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST 
TO CONSTRUCT FUTURE LAND DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS 

(DEFERRED IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT) 

Project Identification: 

This is an agreement between the COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, hereinafter - , f 
referred to as "County", and G i - e j j ^ r tj^ D, P e /S Qncf ArtdrQCL. ^ Z ' S f -

hereinafter referred to as "Owner". 

WHEREAS, Owner desires to develop the property described in Exhibit A and wishes 
to defer construction of permanent improvements and County agrees to such deferment 
provided Owner agrees to construct improvements as herein provided. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS AGREED: 

I. AGREEMENT BINDING ON SUCCESSORS IN INTEREST 

This agreement is an instrument affecting the title or possession of the real property 
described in Exhibit A. All the terms, covenants and conditions herein imposed shall be 
binding upon and inure to the benefit of the successors in interest of Owner. Upon the sale or 
division of the property described in Exhibit A the terms of this agreement shall succeed to the obligations 
imposed on Owner by this agreement. Upon annexation to any City, Owner agrees to fulfill all 
the terms of this agreement upon demand by such City as though Owner had contracted with 
such City originally. Any annexing City shall have all the rights of a third party beneficiary. 

II. STREET AND DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS 

A. County and Owner Agree that the improvements set forth in this section 
may be deferred because: 

It is not practical to install full street and drainage improvements at this 
time. 

B. Owner agrees to construct the following improvements on the property 
described in Exhibit A as well as required off-site improvements in 
the manner set forth in this agreement: 

Improvements required by County and generally described on Exhibit B. 
(Cross out improvements that are not required). 

1. Curb and Gutter 
2. Sidewalks 
3. Driveways 
4. Street grading, base and paving 
5. Storm drainage facilities 
6. Erosion control plantings and facilities 
7. Electroliers 
8. Underground conduit with wiring and pull boxes 
9. Barricades and other improvements needed for traffic safety. 
10. Street trees and other improvements between the curb and 

property line. 
11. Relocation of existing fences, signs and utilities. 

Page 1 of 3 

Rev 8/99 



12. Payments of a pro rata share of the costs as determined by the County 
of a storm drainage or street improvement which has been, or is to be, 
provided by others or jointly provided by Owner and others where such 
facility benefits the property described in Exhibit A. 

C. When the County Road Commissioner or County Surveyor determines that the 
reasons for the deferment of the improvements as set forth in Section U no longer 
exists, he shall notify Owner in writing to commence their installation and construction. 
The notice shall be mailed to the current owner or owners of the land as shown on the 
latest adopted County assessment roll. The notice shall describe the work to be done 
by owners, the time within which the work shall commence and the time within which 
the work shall be completed. All or any portion of said improvements may be required 
at a specified time. Each owner shall participate on a pro rata basis in the cost of the 
improvements to be installed. If Owner is Obligated to pay a pro rata share of a cost 
of a facility provided by others, the notice shall include the amount to be paid and 
the time when payment must be made. 

PERFORMANCE OF THE WORK 

Owner agrees to perform the work and make the payments required by County 
as set forth herein or as modified by the Board of Supervisors. Owner shall cause 
plans and specifications for the improvements to be prepared by competent persons 
legally qualified to do the work and to submit said improvement plans and specifications 
for approval prior to commencement of the work described in the notice and to pay County 
inspection fees. The work shall be done in accordance with County standards in effect at 
the time improvement plans are submitted tor approval. Owner agrees to commence and 
complete the work within the time specified in the notice and to notify the County at least 
48 hours prior to start of work. In the event Owner fails to construct any improvements 
required under this agreement, County may, at its option, do the work and collect all the 
costs from the owner. Permission to enter onto the property of Owner is granted to 
County or its contractor as may be necessary to construct such improvements. 

JOINT COOPERATIVE PLAN 

Owner agrees to cooperate upon notice by County with other property owners, 
the County and other public agencies to provide the improvements set forth herein under 
a joint cooperative plan including the formation of a local improvements district, if this method 
is feasible to secure the installation and construction of the improvements. 

REVIEW OF REQUIREMENTS 

II Owner disagrees with the requirements set forth in any notice to commence 
installation of improvements he shall, within 30 days of the date the notice was mailed, 
request a review of the requirements by the Board of Supervisors of County. The Decision 
of this Board shall be binding upon both County and Owner. 

MAINTENANCE OF IMPROVEMENTS 

County agrees to accept for maintenance those improvements specified in Section II 
which are constructed and completed in accordance with County standards and requirements 
and are installed within rights of way or easements dedicated and accepted by resolution of 
the Board of Supervisors. 

Deterred Improvement Agreement 
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Owner agrees to provide any necessary temporary drainage facilities, access road 
or other required improvements, to assume responsibility for the proper functioning thereof, to 
submit plans to the appropriate County agency for review, if required,and to maintain said 
improvements and facilities in a manner which will preclude any hazard to life or health or damage 
to adjoining property. 

BONDS 

VII. Prior to approval of improvement plans by the County, Owner may be required to 
execute and deliver to the County a faithful performance bond and a labor and materials bond 
in a n amount and form acceptable to County to be released by the Board of Supervisors in whole 
or in part upon completion of the work required and payment of all persons furnishing labor and 
materials in the performance of the work. 

VIII. INSURANCE 

Owner shall maintain, or shall require any contractor engaged to perform the work to 
maintain, at all times during the performance of the work called herein, a separate policy of 
insurance in a form and amount acceptable to County. . 

IX. INDEMNITY 

The Developer shall assume the defense and indemnify and save harmless the County, 
its officers, agents, and employees, from every expense, liability or payment by reason of injury 
"including death" to persons or damage to property suffered through any act or omission, 
including passive negligence or act of negligence, or both, of the Developer, his employees, 
agents, contractors, subcontractors, or anyone directly or indirectly employed by either of 
them, or arising in any way from the work called for by this agreement, on any part of the premises, 
including those matters arising out of the deferment of permanent drainage facilities or the 
adequacy, safety, use or nonuse of temporary drainage facilities, the performance or 
nonperformance of the work. This provision shall not be deemed to require the developer 
to indemnify the County against the liability for damage arising from the sole negligence or 
willful misconduct of the County or its agents, servants or independent contractors who are 
directly responsible to the County. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, County has executed this agreement as of 

3 L I D O Q 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

County Surveyor 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Owner has executed this agreement as of 

(Sign Names Exactly as they Appear on 
Deed of Title). 

Mm 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

i f c f / i i 
Deputy County Counsel (Date) 
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t 

State of California 

- -J A County of 

On 

) ss. 

SOTTT) . before 
~U Date 

me, L f a J L ^ 
Name and Title of Officer (e.g., "Jane Doe. Notary Public") 

personally appeared ^U^-g/ycy y f n ^ U j j ^ ^ fit/$>b~ 
(s i f 

MAI IE TRiNH 
Commission # n 86764 

Notary Public - California 
Santa Clara County 

My Comm. Expires Jul 10,2002 
t w w 
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r 4 

CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
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I 

I' 
I $ 
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£ 

! 
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Name(s) of Signer(s) 

• personally known to me 
J§- proved to me on the basis of satisfactory 
evidence 

to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are 
subscribed to the within instrument and 
acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed 
the same in his/her/their authorized 
capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their 
signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or 
the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) 
acted, executed the instrument. 

WITNES'S my hand and official seal. 

Place Notary Seal Above Signature of Notary Putilic 

OPTIONAL 
Though the information below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying on the document 

and could prevent fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another document. -

Description of Attached Document 
Title or Type of Document: vrvie*, / AsoJit- M ^ r h 

Document Date: 
7 

Number of Pages: 

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above: 

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer 
Signer's Name: 
• Individual 
• Corporate Officer —Title(s): 
• Partner — • Limited • General 
• Attorney in Fact 
• Trustee 
Q Guardian or Conservator 
• Other: 

RIGHT THUMBPRINT 
OF SIGNER 

Top of thumb here 

Signer Is Representing: 

© 1997 National Notary Association • 9350 De Soto Ave., P.O. Box 2402 • Chatsworth, CA 91313-2402 Prod. No. 5907 Reorder: Call Toll-Free 1-800-876-6827 



EXHIBIT A 

All that certain parcel of land described in that Individual Grant Deed, 
Rui Leal, Who acquired Title as A Single Man and Luniano Callegari, 
Who acquired Title as An Unmarried Man, as Tenants in common 
grant to Gregory D. Feist and Andrea C. Feist recorded in document 
no. 14158882, Office of the Recorder, County of Santa Clara, State of 
California, which description is by this reference incorporated herein. 



654 

L i M t l o f hf*>F4c 
™ -L ~ ^ .-> > 

\ = 

M 9 5 AC. 

fLoiHSCM , Joust f ^ f ^ f ... 
f< S/WP^A /4 

J.2 4 5 AC. 
1 . 4 1 7 AC. 

PLAN VIEW (No Scale) . 

APNff g ^ V f ^ / r 500 Scale Map It. 

® • 

INSTALL STANDARD COUNTY 
IMPROVEMENTS AS NOTED 
IN SECTION NO. H 

Vl/£S/VtEM d#H/£ 
COUNTY ROAD NAME 

TYPICAL 1/2 STREET SECTION (NO SCALE) 

EXHIBIT "B" 
DEFERRED IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT 

FILE NO. 7 3 ^ - & - 7 0 ^ 1 1 B 



ANNUAL REPORT 

FISCAL YEAR 1961- 1962 

PHASE I 

EXPRESSWAY PROGRAM 

oounty of santa clara. 



ANNUAL REPORT 
F I S C A L Y E A R 1961-1962 

P H A S E I 

EXPRESSWAY PROGRAM 

B O A R D OF S U P E R V I S O R S 

HOWARD R. WEICHERT — CHAIRMAN 
SAM P. OELLA MAGGIORE 
ED R. LEVIN 
RALPH H. MEHRKENS 
MARTIN J. SPANGLER , SR. 

ounty of santa clara 
HOWARD W. CAMPEN 
COUNTY EXECUTIVE 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Page 

General 1 

Organization 4 

General 4 
Planning 5 
Design 6 
Right-of-Way 6 
Construction 5 

Status 8 

Problems 12 

Conclusions 6c Recommendations 17 

LIST OF PLATES 

Fac iiig 
Plate Page 

Phase I Expressway System 1 3 

Progress Schedule 2 11 

Residential Price Trend 3 15 

Construction Price Trend 4 16 



GENERAL 

Purpose and Scope: 

Passage of the $70 Million Phase I Expressway Bond 
Issue on March 28, 1961 authorized the implementation 
phase of the County-wide expressway effort. When bonds 
were authorized by the voters, the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1962 was administratively designated as the 
first year of the Bond Program. With the completion 
of the first year of an eight-year program, a progress 
report on the status of the expressway effort is in 
order for the benefit of those who are interested and 
concerned with successful completion of what is 
essentially a pioneer effort by a local agency. 

This pioneer effort naturally will cause problems 
which have not been encountered before. Such new problems 
can cause concern among those who may not be fully in-
formed. These problems are currently under control and 
significant progress in the program has been achieved. 

Overall progress during the first year of the program 
has not shown itself in actual construction of roadway 
facilities. There has been, however, solid accomplishment 
in other areas. Primary effort has been directed toward: 

1. Geometric planning for the system. This 
work will be completed by December 1962. 

2. Securing required legislative approvals of 
geometric plans. These approvals are pre-
requisite to proceeding with further 
engineering. 

3. Establishing and implementing a highly profes-
sional method for selecting engineers in 
private practice to increase expressway 
engineering capacity. This method is 
fundamentally a qualifications appraisal 
method without discussion of compensation 
until qualifications have been established, 

4. Retaining design engineering capacity outside 
of the County service as rapidly as projects 
have been authorized through completion of 
Expressway Agreements. Twelve such contracts 
were executed during the first year. Current 
plans call for the entire system to be under 
design by the end of the calendar year. 

5. Providing administrative support to the 
Trafficways Committee and the Staff Subcommittee, 
Many amendments to the Policy Resolution have 
been considered. Six have been adopted by the 
Board of Supervisors. Several others are still 
under consideration to further clarify the 
basic working document for the program. 



GENERAL 

With the foundation laid for solid progress during the 
first year, rate of construction progress in future years 
can be expected to increase sharply if cooperation among 
the many agencies involved can continue. The only real 
limitation will be availability of bond funds. The pro-
gress achieved during the first year has been due to 
maximum effort on the part of many despite a tendency of 
some toward factionalism. 

This report covers the following general areas of 
interest: 

1. Organization used to implement the program. 

2 , Status of the program at the end of the 
first year. 

3. Problems being encountered in the implemen-
tation of the program. 

4. Policy decisions which have yet to be made 
in order to insure successful completion 
of the program. 

-2-



PLATE I. shows facilities authorized under the 
current $70 Million Phase I program. Construction will 
not necessarily be completed on all of the routes to 
provide finished roadways during the current program. 
Oregon-Page Mill, Central, Foothill, Lawrence and San 
Tomas will be completed interim facilities during the 
authorized bonding effort. Almaden will probably be 
completed during the bond-time period by infusion of 
additional financing by the City of San Jose and the 
County. Monterey will be completely planned but con-
struction is expected to be nominal, Guadalupe is 
scheduled for right-of-way purchases only so that 
construction can proceed as a State Freeway. There 
are four railroad grade separations and one interchange 
authorized in the $70 Million Program. 
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Q COUNTY EXPRESSWAY S Y S T E M 

OREGON-PAGE MILL 

2 FOOTHILL 

3 CENTRAL 

4 LAWRENCE 

5 SAN TOMAS 

6 ALMADEN 

7 GUADALUPE (to become Stole Freewoy) 

8 MONTEREY 



CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENPATIONS 

The first eight-year phase of the 25-year expressway 
construction cooperative effort involving all of the cities 
and the County is working satisfactorily. Checks and 
balances introduced to the program through the device of 
the Policy Resolution are insuring a continued cooperative 
effort among all agencies with the County primarily serving 
as an agent for this cooperative effort. Any initial phase 
of such a long-term program can naturally be expected to 
require resolution of a large number of problems in order 
to provide a substantial foundation for subsequent phases. 
This foundation has been laid during the first year of 
this program. 

The procedure currently being used to implement the 
Phase I program is working rather successfully from the 
administrative viewpoint. Additional engineering capacity 
is being secured from existing firms in private practice 
and not through a concerted build-up of governmental staffs 
Minimum additional personnel are being acquired sufficient 
only to protect interests of government or to perform 
functions which cannot reasonably be performed by private 
agencies. Existing methods for retaining private practice 
capacity are working well and should be continued. 

Progress during the first year, although limited, is 
still within the range of normal progress for this type of 
program. Anticipated progress during the coming fiscal 
year should improve measurably if cooperation is maintained 

The majority of problems cited in this report can be 
resolved in time without legislative action. These soluble 
problems are basically rooted in the pioneer nature of the 
current large-scale effort. Actual experience during the 
life of the bonding effort will work to mitigate these 
problems. 

Fiscal augmentation of the Phase I program may be 
required due to cost increases caused by inflation. The 
precise effects of possible inflation on the bond program 
cannot be fully evaluated at this time since there has not 
been enough cost experience during the first year. Long-
term planning involving legislative policy decisions is 
indicated but policy decisions should await compilation 
of more exact data. Philosophical decisions regarding 
fiscal augmentation alternatives would be helpful at this 
time to provide administrative guidance in the compilation 
of additional data. 

-25-



M 

C h k d . t y . 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS-County of Santa Clara, San Jose. California 
_ T j Z j & Z 

D o t * , 

S u b l e t E x p r e s s w a y Cansfru/*fmn 

C o s t P r o j e c t i o n 

_ Sh««t N o . 

Job N o . . 

P R i c e INDEX 
PLATE lj. 



PLATE 4 shows the expected rise in construction 
costs during the life of the Phase I program. The cost 
index of the Division of Highways applies to the entire 
State of California. There is little reason to expect that 
the trend is substantially different in the County of Santa 
Clara. It is similarly unreasonable to plan the future of 
the Phase I program in hopes of a recession which will 
reduce expected price increases. 
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PLATE 3 is an example of the expected rising price 
trend for acquisition of right-of-way during the life of 
the $70 Million Program. The chart applies to average 
conditions in Santa Clara County for single-family residences 
only. Studies made by the Right-of-Way Division of the 
Department during the first year of the program indicate 
that the price index for raw land is increasing more 
rapidly than the charted index for single-family residences. 
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PROBLEMS 

Charts are included with this report which can be used 
as indicators of the problem. These charts cannot provide 
the total answer, however, since the only proper measure 
of the fiscal impact of inflation on the bond program will 
be by actual experience as the program proceeds. Analysis 
of actual cost experiences is required and this information 
will not be available in useable form until after significant 
construction commences. 

If the impact of inflation is to be a problem, it is 
not likely to be solved solely at the administrative level. 
Legislative planning to minimize effects of this potential 
problem is indicated but such planning should be in the 
nature of long-range efforts until more information is 
available. Several areas can be explored to minimize any 
deficit problem. These are: 

1. The possibility of contributing governmental 
services to the program by all agencies 
involved in the program. 

2. The possibility of completing the program on 
a "pay-as-you-go" basis using budgeted funds 
of the County. 

3. The possibility of incorporating the end of the 
present program with a subsequent bonding 
program. In any case, a subsequent bonding 
program is required if the present 25-year 
expressway plan is to be completed. 

4. The possibility of applying the majority of 
any additional road fund financing authorized 
by the State to the benefit of the expressway 
system. 

5. The. possibility of completely revising the 
Federal Aid Secondary System in the County to 
include the expressway system. Staff level 
efforts in this regard are continuing. It 
is possible that the San Tomas and the Foothill 
could be financed on a matching basis if the 
FAS system can be revised in time. Such a 
move would significantly relieve fiscal 
pressure. 
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PROBLEMS 

There is a measurable loss of efficiency in highway 
design due to dividing a given expressway route into pro-
jects within the capacity of local consultants and local 
contractors. This is not a serious problem at the present 
time but may cause difficulty as the program accelerates 
during the middle of the bonding period. The unitizing 
of projects where possible is regarded as desirable, 
however, despite some loss of efficiency. Such unitizing 
permits setting project sizes within the capacity of 
local engineers and contractors. 

The securing of necessary approvals prior to commencing 
detailed engineering design is proving to be a greater 
problem than was originally anticipated. There is a growing 
insistence on preservation of access rights for individual 
industries or commercial centers with little apparent re-
gard for the impact of this insistence on the utility of 
the expressway. Other factors which are possibly inhibiting 
rapid approvals are: 

1. Concern regarding imagined concessions to 
other cities and a desire to secure 
similar "concessions". 

2. Concern regarding the socio-economic impact 
of an expressway without a concurrent 
analysis of benefits accruing from efficient 
movement of traffic. 

3. Simple imposition of personal opinion rather 
than dispassionate review of proposed plans 
for suitability. 

Some of the factors recited above also have a measurable 
effect on the geometric standards to which the expressway 
system will be built in Phase I. Resolution of the standards 
problem should occur within the foreseeable future because 
of the effect on plans for completing the incomplete Phase I 
system. Expressway construction on a consistent basis is 
highly desirable. Efforts are continuing to secure a socially 
acceptable expressway system as well as an efficient and 
utilitarian facility. 

The effect of inflation and resulting cost increases 
was not included in original cost estimates leading to the 
Phase I bonding program. It is not yet a problem. During 
the first year of the program, there has been considerable 
discussion regarding the magnitude of the inflation problem. 
Several analyses have been completed but the precise effect 
of possible inflation has not yet been fully evaluated. 
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PROBLEMS 

A total of 52 requests for urgency or hardship purchase 
of individual parcels has been received during the first 
year. Twenty-three of these parcels have been acquired 
through negotiation. Two are under litigation. The litiga-
tion solution for the acquisition of urgency purchases is 
selected only to prevent the issuance of development 
approval by a .jurisdiction. 

Normal urgency acquisition is commenced only when 
both of the following conditions are met: 

1. The route has been adopted by the jurisdiction 
in which the parcel lies. 

2. A letter certifying as to the urgency of the 
purchase is received by the Department of 
Public Works from the city having jurisdiction 
over the parcel. 

Each urgency purchase requires disruption of the 
right-of-way production schedule so that a right-of-way 
agent may respond to the urgency. The backlog is increasing 
because recruitment of competent right-of-way agents to 
meet the production demand is difficult and slow. The total 
of 52 urgency requests represents approximately 1-1/2 man-
years of effort deleted from the Right-of-Way Division 
currently comprised of seven men. The cooperation of all 
agencies is needed to secure thorough investigation regard-
ing necessity for the purchase prior to certification if 
the major right-of-way acquisition effort is to proceed. 

Right-of-way clearance in advance of construction is 
not yet a problem but is anticipated to be a major problem 
since design is proceeding more rapidly than right-of-way 
acquisition. The current plan is to sell all improvements 
by bid immediately upon acquisition without rental so that 
right-of-way clearance will not constitute a project in 
itself. It is anticipated that a cash deposit will be 
required from bidders offering to buy improvements to 
guarantee removal of improvements within a given time 
period. 

Approximately.$7 million of flood control improvements 
will be required due to expressway construction. It is 
apparent that the Flood Control and Water Conservation 
District will not have sufficient resources from current 
revenues to participate in the required cooperative con-
struction program. The Expressway Program estimates assumed, 
however, that the District would be able to participate 
from proposed bond issues for the Central and North Central 
Zones. These bond issue elections have not yet been held 
but are programmed for the Spring of 1963. 
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PLATE 2 shows the current status of the expressway 
program expressed in terms of percentage completion. It 
is compared with various methods of gaging job progress. 
Projected progress during the coming fiscal year is 
conservative and represents obligation on projects which 
can reasonably be started during the coming fiscal year. 
Despite problems discussed elsewhere in this report, 
historical progress is still within the acceptable range 
of job progress for this type of effort. 
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STATUS 

Approximately $350,000 in engineering design 
fees have been obligated to date for the preparation 
of detailed plans for construction. Additional monies 
have been authorized on each of the twelve engineering 
agreements for the performance of right-of-way surveys 
necessary for the acquisition of right-of-way. 

-10-



STATUS 

It is anticipated that the following projects will go 
to construction during the 1963 construction season: 

1. Central Expressway from Curling to Bernardo 

2. San Tomas Expressway from Stevens Creek 
Boulevard to Williams Road 

3. Lawrence Expressway from Mt. View-Alviso 
Road to Junipero Serra Freeway 

4. Oregon-Page Mill Expressway from Bayshore 
to Alma 

It is possible that additional portions of the San 
Tomas Expressway can be started in 1963. Construction 
scheduling along this expressway is hindered, however, by 
the requirement to begin construction at the start of the 
season since the expressway and the San Tomas Creek improve-
ment are completely dependent upon each other. It would be 
unwise to begin construction on creek portions of this 
expressway unless there is a reasonable opportunity to 
complete construction prior to the wet season. Additional 
portions of the San Tomas and portions of the Foothill 
Expressway can physically begin in 1964. 

It is anticipated that $12 million worth of construction 
and right-of-way will be obligated by the end of the second 
year of the program. 

Non-expressway projects are under design for the cities 
of Los Gatos, Gilroy, and Monte Sereno. A non-expressway 
project for the city of Milpitas and for the city of Morgan 
Hill is anticipated in the very near future. One of the 
Los Gatos projects will be bid in October. 

The manner of consulting engineer selection has proven 
to be most successful and professional. Engineers in Santa 
Clara County have been invited to submit their professional 
qualifications prior to an oral interview before a Consulting 
Engineer Selection Committee. Following completion of a 
review of written qualifications and the oral interview, 
engineers for specific projects are selected by the Committee 
for subsequent recommendation to the Board of Supervisors -
if the Department of Public Works can conclude a successful 
fee negotiation with the selected engineer. Engineering 
agreements are a fixed-fee type of agreement for the per-
formance of the design function and are reimbursable for 
the performance of right-of-way surveying and preparation 
of record of survey maps which serve as right-of-way 
acquisition maps. 
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STATUS 

There have been two sales of bonds to finance the 
currsnt program. Details of these two sales are as 
follows: 

Bid Opening Average 

Series Amount Date Interest 

A $20,000,000 June 8, 1961 3.40481% 

B 8,000,000 April 26,1962 2.72691% 

Funds derived from these bond sales have been invested 
on a comprehensive program to perform two functions: 

1. To hedge the effects of inflation on the 
completion of the program. 

2. To provide for an investment maturity schedule 
which roughly conforms to anticipated expen-
ditures . 

All expressway routes have been adopted by all cities 
through the device of the relinquishment resolution except 
for portions of the Central Expressway through Sunnyvale 
and for portions of the Guadalupe Freeway south of Rosa 
Street. It is anticipated that the Guadalupe alignment 
will be designated as a County Highway for right-of-way 
purposes as soon as the State of California determines 
a precise alignment. 

Expressway agreements have been secured as follows: 

1. Central Expressway from San Antonio Road to 
Bernardo 

2. San Tomas Expressway from Stevens Creek 
Boulevard to Williams Road 

3. Lawrence Expressway from M t . View-Alviso 
Road to Junipero Serra Freeway. 

4. Oregon-Page Mill Expressway from Bayshore 
Highway to Alma Street 

Scheduling of construction has been difficult. Right-of-
way acquisition has been and probably will continue to be one 
of the critical areas in future scheduling of construction. 
A major project involving the intersection of San Tomas 
Expressway and Stevens Creek Boulevard will commence during 
the Summer of 1962. A temporary roadway on the San Tomas 
Expressway between Stevens Creek Boulevard and Moorpark 
Avenue has already been completed in order to satisfy a 
commitment to the State of California for the Junipero 
Serra Freeway. 

-8-



ORGANIZATION 

4. Operation of equipment rental contracts which 
are used in those cases where rapid and less 
formal practices are shown to be beneficial. 
The need for quick response to a construction 
opportunity is the most common reason for an 
equipment rental contract. 

Traffic: 

Detailed traffic studies along adopted routes in the 
Phase I system are a responsibility of the Traffic Division. 
These traffic studies are the basis for detailed geometric 
plans as well as for construction plans and planned signal-
ization. The work is essential to Phase I because of the 
rapidly changing nature of traffic characteristics in 
Santa Clara County. 

Maintenance: 

No maintenance work on bond program expressways has 
yet been performed. Maintenance on relinquished routes 
is an individual jurisdictional responsibility until con-
struction begins. Expressway maintenance will be done 
as a part of the routine responsibility of the East and 
West Yard Divisions of the Department. Both Yard Divisions 
have already contributed to the bond program, however, 
through performance of tasks required to keep the engineer-
ing and right-of-way clearance effort moving. 
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ORGANIZATION 

Design: 

The Design Division, Bureau of Highways, uepartment 
of Public Works, is responsible for the following areas 
of work: 

1. Administrative support to the Consulting 
Engineer Selection Committee. 

2.. Liaison and operational control of engineers 
actually preparing detailed design plans. 
This liaison work applies not only to 
private engineering effort but also to 
engineering work by other agencies and by 
the staff of the Department. 

3. Coordination of the right-of-way purchase 
effort to insure that design and right-of-way 
purchase proceed on a compatible schedule. 

4. Special design studies for the overall program 
and actual Phase I design in special cases. 

Right-of-Way: 

The Right-of-Way Division is responsible for the 
actual purchase of the estimated 2,400 parcels required 
for the initial expressway effort. Personnel of the 
Division are responsible for right-of-way estimates fur-
nished to the Planning Division as well as appraisals 
and negotiation for individual parcels. Liaison with' 
outside appraisers is also a responsibility of this Div-
ision. In accordance with standard right-of-way purchase 
practice, appraisals are made by others than those involved 
in the actual acquisition of a given piece of property. 
Detailed and exhaustive appraisal techniques have been 
adopted in the Division to allow acquisition on a single-
price basis. 

/ 

Construction: 

The first major construction project on the expressway 
system was bid on August 9, 1962. The Construction Division 
is responsible for all construction control necessary to 
insure compliance with plans and specifications for the 
Expressway Program. This includes: 

1. Project inspection 

2. Materials testing and control 

3. Preparation of progress payments 
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ORGANIZATION 

Efforts are currently underway to modify 
current fiscal practices to provide more 
useable fiscal information for management 
purposes. 

7. Policy matters are, of course, the sole res-
ponsibility of the Board of Supervisors and 
the recommendations of the Trafficways 
Committee. 

All projects receive approval from cities through 
which the expressway passes. This is done in three stages: 

1. Relinquishment as a County highway. This is 
the route adoption phase and permits subsequent 
geometric planning. It also permits emergency 
right-of-way acquisition. 

2. Execution of an Expressway Agreement with the 
Board of Supervisors. This completes the 
planning phase and permits preparation of 
design plans and specifications. 

3. Approval of Design Plans. This completes the 
design phase and permits "production-line' 1 

right-of-way acquisition and physical con-
struction of the project. 

Planning: 

Detailed geometric planning for the initial phase of 
the ultimate Expressway Program is being done by the 
Planning Division, Bureau of Highways, Department of Public 
Works. All work is being done with County staff in coopera-
tion with City staffs which have jurisdiction over a 
particular portion of the Expressway. 

The Planning Division is responsible for all of the 
planning matters involved in securing an expressway agree-
ment with each city along the route. Work effort covers 
preparation of relinquishment exhibits so that each route 
can be adopted as a County highway prior to the commence-
ment of detailed geometric planning. Estimates of cost 
of the recommended plan and of" various alternatives 
leading to the recommended plan are also prepared in this 
Division. Exhibits which function as the major descriptive 
document in the Expressway Agreement and as the document 
which generally depicts the scope of engineering design 
work yet to be performed is also a responsibility of this 
Division. Extensive contact with other agencies is an 
integral part of the planning effort due to the coopera-
tive nature of the total Expressway Program. All of the 
staff work required in support of the Trafficways Staff 
Subcommittee and the Trafficways Committee is performed 
by this Division. 
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ORGANIZATION 

The general organization being used to implement 
the Bond Program is: 

1. All planning work for expressways is done by 
employees of the County, Employment of out-
side engineers was considered and rejected 
due to the high proportion of the work effort 
which is involved in coordination with other 
agencies and the concurrent requirement for 
rapid decision during the course of. coordin-
ation and negotiation. 

2. The majority of design-plan preparation is 
being done by private engineers under the 
supervision of the Design Division. This 
type of work is susceptible to performance 
by private engineers and is a method for 
securing immediately increased capacity to 
keep this major highway effort on schedule. 
Cities with sufficient engineering capacity 
have performed some design work but on the 
same basis as a private engineer. 

3. The majority of right-of-way appraisal work 
is done by outside appraisers. Actual 
property negotiations are performed by County 
personnel to secure consistency and therefore 
an overall fairness to the property owners 
dislocated by requirements of the program. 
Staff negotiators can also be more rapidly 
responsive to negotiating refinements which 
are constantly being introduced. 

4. All phases of construction supervision are 
performed by County personnel rather than by 
contract personnel since extensive familiarity 
with informal County practices in the super-
vision of construction jobs is required. 
Familiarity with practices of the Department 
of Public Works is essential in order to 
secure consistent quality in the expressway 
system. 

5. All maintenance on the expressway system will 
be performed by County maintenance personnel 
as a part of the routine maintenance responsi-
bility. 

6. Fiscal control is secured through the cooperation 
of the Business Management Division of the Depart-
ment and the Controller's office of the County. 
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= Freeways are high-speed, heavy traf f ic carriers 
having national or statewide, as wel l as county-
wide importance. They are grade-separated and 
limited in access to points of interchange. Road-
sides and median are landscaped. 6 to 8 lanes in 
urban areas. Development adjacent to the road-
way is designed and controlled to enhance com-
munity values, to promote driver safety, and to 
make it possible for the motorist to gain a favor-
able image of the county. 

= Expressways are moderate-speed, heavy t raf f ic 
ca r r i e rs of c o u n t y w i d e i m p o r t a n c e . T h e y are 
s o m e t i m e s g r a d e - s e p a r a t e d , and are g e n e r -
ally l imited in access to intersecting streets at 
one-half mile intervals. Landscaped roadsides and 
median desirable. 4 to 6 lanes. Development ad-
jacent to the roadway is designed and controlled 
to enhance community values, to promote driver 
safety, and to make it possible for the motorist to 
gain a favorable image of the county. 

_ _ _ Inter-city Arterials are important t raf f ic carriers 
having continuity over long distances between 
cities. Designed w i t h median strips and channeli-
zation. Access generally l imited to intersecting 
streets, by use of frontage roads or back-up de-
velopment. Landscaped median desirable. 4 to 
6 lanes. 

Major Local Arterials, although subordinate to 
Inter-city Arterials, have countywide importance 
as t raf f ic carriers. They are selected f rom a more 
complete local arterial system which collects t raf -
fic f rom local streets. Friction f rom access to 
ind iv idua l p r o p e r t i e s m i n i m i z e d by design. 
Generally 4 lanes. 

RECREATION ROAD Recreation Roads lead to parks and provide a 
recreation experience by passing through scenic 
countryside. Character of the roadside should be 
p r o t e c t e d by scenic zon ing . G e n e r a l l y 2 lane, 
slow-speed roads. 

SCENIC HIGHWAY —— Scen ic H i g h w a y s are des igned t o ca r ry m o r e 
t ra f f ic than Recreation Roads, whi le providing a 
similar recreation experience. Design should pre-
serve natural landscape values or create land-
scape values by planting of roadsides and median. 
Scenic corridor should be protected by scenic 
zoning. Generally 4 lanes. 

INTERCHANGE ^ Frwway <Ĵ > Expressway interchange ( ty or Q ) may have 
s impler g e o m e t r i e s t h a n f r e e w a y in te rchange 
( ̂  or<^> ). Other expressway structures may be 

u ii added to those shown as t raf f ic volumes and other 
SEPARATION fl considerations warrant . 

C E R T I F I C A T E 
This map is an amendment to the Traf f icways 
portion of the Circulation Element of the General 
Plan of Santa Clara County adopted by the Board 
of Supervisors on the 25th day of April, 1960. This 
a m e n d m e n t supersedes and t a k e s p r e c e d e n c e 
over provisions of previously adopted plans in 
conflict w i t h it. This amendment was officially 
adopted by the : 

County Planning Commission, June 2, 1965 
County Board of Supervisors. August 17,1965 

, Secretary 3ean Pullan, Clerk 
County of Santa Clara County of Santa Clara 
Planning Commission Board of Supervisors 
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' Shoreline Freeway location 
and s t a n d a r d of d e v e l o p -
ment contingent upon for-
mulation of San Francisco 
Bay policy. 

C-dohn S. Haas, Secretary 
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Transportation Agency 
Santa Clara County Bus, Light Rail, Roads, Aviation 

3331 North First Street / y A " I 
San Jose, CA 95134-1906 

^ C * p t e d 

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 
Page 1 of 7 

Prepared bv: Scott Bradv 
Reviewed bv: Art De Mattel 
Submitted by: Scottv Bruce n 
Approved: DIRECTOR 

SD: ALL • 

DATE: Nov. 28. 1994 

Qnte<j 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: Agenda Date Item No. 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date Dec. 13.1994 Item No. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No. 

cotty A. Bruce, Deputy Director 
Highway Design and Roads Operations 

Subject: 

Recommendation regarding an "Adopt-A-Highway Program" for Santa 
Clara County roads. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

It is recommended that the Board of Supervisors adopt the proposed 
Transportation Agency's Adopt-A-Highway Program. 

FISCAL IMPACT: 

There will be an initial expense for the advertising of the program and for the production and 
installation of signs that will recognize each sponsor. Funds for these activities are available in the 
current Road Fund budget. Additionally, this program can increase the current level of services to 
the public beyond that currently available under the Road Fund. 

CONTRACT HISTORY: 

None. ' 

REASONS AND BACKGROUND: 

The Transportation Agency has been contacted by several individuals, 
businesses and organizations expressing an interest in assisting with the 
maintenance of the non-traveling portions of Count^roads. Currentlv there is no 

ORllJAUft-
Board of Supervisors: Michael M. Hondo, Zoe Lofgren, Ron Gonzales, Rod Diridon, Dianne McKenna 
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. mechanism to allow outside parties to work on County roadways. 
\ 

Recently the^State of California initiated an Adopt-A-Highway Program for their freeway system. 
The County reviewed the State;s program and the success they are enjoying with it. Their 

.' * program.has generated public support and appears to be highly successful. 

'The establishment of this type of program would promote civic responsibility and community pride 
while improving the appearance of County roadways. 

Current funding levels do not permit the Transportation Agency to provide a level of service to the 
community commensurate with their desires. In an effort to address this discrepancy they have 
offered their services. This would provide a mechanism for their involvement in roadside 
beautification programs to achieve their desired level. The principal areas of concern are litter 
removal and landscaping. The proposed program allows for local enhancement in 
these areas through local involvement. 

The Transportation Agency will not recommend that roadways be included in the program that 
have identified traffic safety concerns, e.g., sound walls, curves or mountainous alignment that 
could limit emergency egress or reduce sight distance. 

The Risk Management Insurance Department will be given an opportunity to review the Program 
Application regarding safety concerns. 

Prior to approving an application for the program, we will send our recommendation to the Board, 
of Supervisors. 

CONSEQUENCE OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

A lost opportunity for cost free maintenance and beautification of Santa Clara County roadways 
and expressways. 

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL: 

If the Adopt-A-Highway Program is adopted, staff will implement the program. 

ATTACHMENTS: 

A. A brochure for the Adopt-A-Highway Program 
B. An application for participation in the Adopt-A-Highway Program 

cc: Lou Montini - Acting Director Transportation Agency, Peter Kutras - Director Employee Services 
Agency, Scotty Bruce - Deputy Director Highway Design and Roads Operations, Harrison Taylor -
Deputy County Counsel, Don Blackhurst - Insurance Risk Manager, Alan Jones - Supervising 
Transportation Engineer, Bob Van Etten - Senior Civil Engineer, Art De Mattei - Supervising 
Construction Inspector, Brenda Little - Senior Construction Inspector, Scott Brady - Senior 
Construction Inspector 
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ADOPT A HIGHWAY PROGRAM 

Adopt-A-Expressway / Roadway 
is fun, educational and worthwhile 
promotes civic responsibility, community pride and camaraderie, 
saves taxpayer's dollars. 
lets you help cleanup and beautify county expressways and roads, 
allows you to help with a minimum of red tape and supervision, 
provides you, your organization or company prominent recognition. 

O p p o r t u n i t i e s for : 
* individuals. 
* non-political organizations. 
* businesses . 

4cc 

ft*? 
Qn'ecf 

Combinations of the above. 
P a r t i c i p a t e by: 
* removing litter, 
* or planting and establishing seedling trees, 
* or planting wildflowers, 

(seedling tree planting during non drought conditions only) 
It's * your choice: 

do the work with your own people, 
hire a contractor, 
or sponsor financially. 

Your * 

Your * 

Rewards 
satisfaction. 
recognition signs on the adopted expressway, or roadway, 
acknowledgement in press releases from the Transportation Agency 
certificate of appreciation when your project is complete. 

c o m m i t m e n t : 
pick up litter for one year on up to a one-mile stretch of roadside 
(medians and pavement not included) four times a year or more, 
or plant and establish approximately up to I acre of *seedling 
trees/shrubs for two years according to an approved plan, 
or plant up to 3 acres of wildflowers according to an approved plan, 
follow all safety and permit requirements, 
provide logo or insignia panels if you want them on the recognition 
signs. 
*Not during drought conditions 

Our 
* 

C o m m i t m e n t : 
we loan you orange safety vests and traffic safety devices, 
we provide free trash bags and dispose of the trash you collect, 
we issue the permit at no charge. 
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* we pay for and install the recognition sign(s). 
* we assist you with planting plans and technical support. 
* we do not require insurance for volunteer participants. 
* we may provide traffic control under special circumstances. 
* we may provide staff to assist in conducting pre-work safety 

meetings. 
R e c o g n i t i o n s i g n s : 
* are placed at the beginning of your litter project in each 

direction of traffic. 
* vary in size according to the local situation. 
* 66" X 36" for most expressways. 
* 42" x 24" and 30" X 20" for other county roads, scenic locations 

or pedestrian areas. 
* the decision to place signs, their size and location are at the sole 

discretion of the Transportation Agency - this is determined 
before your permit is issued. 

* signs for one adopter can be no closer than 2 miles apart. 
* recognition on the sign is limited to the your name and logo or 

insignia, no ^products may be identified. 
The Procedure: 
* select the location and the type of work you want. 
* discuss the location and project with the Transportation Agency 

Permit Office staff, located in the Current Planning Office. 
* develop a work plan for planting projects. 
* if your area is available and safe for adoption, apply for a free permit. 
* prior to issuance of a permit, staff will send a report to the Board of 

Supervisors for their approval 
* allow about 2 months for sign placement. 
* notify the Transportation Agency before each work event. 
* review and follow safety requirements. 
* perform the work satisfactorily. 
What's Adoptable : 
* expressways. 
* major county roads. 
* rural county roads. 
* most areas if work is done by professional forces. 
* areas that are safest for the volunteer workers. 
Areas may not be Adoptable by Volunteers if: 
* they are already adopted. 
* access to work site is not suitable. 
* the work area requires traffic control. 
* the shoulders of the roadway are not wide enough. 
* sight distance is restricted. 
* other projects are planed for this section of roadway. 
* traffic volumes are to high or too close. 
* traffic runoff is to high. 
* terrain is too rugged or too steep. 
* brush or vegetation is too dense. 
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* there is no area available for planting. 
* site conditions are not suitable for your group's age level or experience. 
* frequency of litter pickup is too great for your group. 

If you want a Section that is already Adopted. 
* your name can be placed on a waiting list. 
* if the current adopter quits you will have a chance to adopt 

that section according to your position on the list. 
* or, if this is not current adopters primary one-mile section, 

you may have a chance to adopt it when their permit expires. 
Mul t ip le Adopt ions : 
* one participant may adopt more that one section of county roadway. 
* renewal privileges are not automatic (and) if others are on the 

waiting list. 
Permi t r e n e w a l s : 
* renew your permit as many times as you want. 
* permits may not be transferred to others. 
* adopted sections which exceed the limits of the program may 

not be renewable if another group is on the waiting list for a 
segment you have - you need only relinquish that amount that 
exceeds the program limit to each waiting group that has no 
adoptions. 

S a f e t y : 
* the program depends on common sense and responsibility of 

individual participants. 
* participants must realize they are working in a potentially hazardous 

environment and diligently follow all safety requirements. 
* careful selection of adoptable locations minimizes risk. 
* participants hold the county harmless for death, injury or property 

damage which might have been prevented by their actions. 
Your Permit: 
* read, understand and conform to the provisions in your permit. 
* provide a copy of the safety requirements to each participant. 
* prior to commencement of your project conduct^ a safety 

meeting with your group discussing areas of specific concern. 
* prior to departing for your project area review safety 

requirements with your group. 
* if their is more than one work group, each group must have a 

copy of the permit and safety requirements on the roadside. 
Safety Gear and Clothing: 
* wear orange vest and other appropriate personal safety gear 

whenever you are out on the roadside - put them on ahead of time. 
* only approved safety gear may be worn. 
* wear long pants and sturdy shoes or boots. 
* light-colored clothing, long-sleeve shirts and sunscreen are suggested. 
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Access and Parking: 
* Park out side the expressway or road right-of-way and walk in, if 

possible. 
* if you must drive to expressway work areas, consolidate people into a 

few vehicles. 
* vehicles used to transport workers, equipment or materials to 

expressway work areas may be parked on the right-of-way if they are 
parked completely out of the traveled way (at least 6 feet from 
the traffic lane). 

* never park on a bridge or other structure. 
* do not park in dry grassy areas where your vehicle's exhaust 

system could start a fire. 
* do not use emergency flashers when parked. 
* if you are working some distance from your vehicle make sure 

that a copy of the permit is displayed on your dashboard for 
identification by local authorities. 

* upon entering or departing from the work site in your vehicle, use 
your signals, consider the speed of the traffic, and proceed 
safely onto or off the pavement. 

When on foot: 
* exit and enter your vehicle on the side away from traffic 

whenever possible. 
* walk and work facing oncoming traffic whenever possible, 

be alert and keep an eye on traffic. 
* do not walk on the roadway, shoulders and bridges. 
* do not enter tunnels or drainage facilities. 
* never work in the median or on a the roadway or shoulders 

of expressways. 
* never attempt to cross expressway traffic lanes on foot. 
* cross only at marked crosswalks on expressways. 
* use caution when crossing conventional roadways and use 

crosswalks and signals where available. 
Work Habits: 
* do not work on holidays, weekends or 24 hours before holiday weekends. 
* do not work when it is raining or foggy or when the road is wet or icy. 
* do not touch potentially hazardous materials such as powders, 

chemicals, weapons, sharp objects or dead animals. 
* avoid overexertion and drink plenty of water. 
* do not consume alcoholic beverages or drugs before entering 

or while on the right-of-way. 
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APPLICATION FOR ADOPT-A-HIGHWAY PROGRAM 
Transportation Agency will work with the participants on the specific 
section(s) of highway to be adopted, the nature of the work to be done and the 
recognition to be provided. Transportation Agency reserves the right to deny 
the adoption of any portion of highway or roadway that is deemed to be 
inappropriate due to safety, traffic or legal consideration. 

(Name of Organization) (date of application) 

(Mailing Address) 

(City) (Zip Code) 

(President /Chairperson) 

(Contact Person) (Daytime Phone Number) 

(Mailing Address) (Evening Telephone Number) 

(City) (Zip Code) 
Approximate number of people participating. 
Type of work proposed: ( ) Litter Pickup 

( ) Wildflower planting and maintenance 
( ) Seedling planting and maintenance 

Highway or Roadway Section(s) you are interested in adopting: 
City/County (Limits) 

1. 

2. 

3 . 
4. Mail completed form to: 

Transportation Permit Office 
C/O Current Planning Office 
County Government Center 
7th Floor, East Wing 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 
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County of Santa Clara 
Office of the Board of Supervisors 

County Government Center, East Wing 
70 West Heckling Street 
San Jose, California 95110 
(408)299-2323 

tocLpiridon 
iupervisor, Fourth District 

Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
RoenDiridon, Fourth District 
SUPPORT FOR THE BAY AREA TELEWORK CENTER 
DEVELOPMENT 

DATE: April 26, 1991 

The attached resolution and project proposal are being jointly presented by the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and the California Institute for 
Technology Exchange (CITE) and merits our support. Once adopted, copies of the 
resolution should be sent to MTC and CITE. 
RD:bf 
Attachment 

APPROVED BYTHE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
Or- SANTA CLARA C0UNTY-JML1..:.41951 
DGNALDM. RAINS, Clerk of the Board 
qy- • 

is ^Deputy Deputy Clerk 

ORIGINAL* 
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Joint Resolution in Support of 

The Bay Area Telework Center Development Program 

WHEREAS, traffic congestion relief, air quality improvement 
and energy conservation in California's urban areas are high 
priority goals for the State; and, 

WHEREAS, Federal and State policies encourage the use of . 
innovative approaches and the use of new technologies to help 
address these problems; and, 

WHEREAS, child care needs of double income and single parents 
are significant barriers to participation in conventional shared-
ride commute arrangements; and, 

WHEREAS r the Hawaii State Department of Transportation has 
successfully demonstrated the feasibility and effectiveness of 
the "Telework Center" concept whereby employees working in 
specially designed community work centers use the electronic 
"information highway" to move work with moving cars; and, 

WHEREAS , public-private partnerships have been shown to be 
effective in bringing new perspectives, approaches and resources 
to public policy issues; and, 

WHEREAS, the 1680/1580 Corridor Transit Association is a 
private, non-profit transportation management association whose 
primary purpose is to identify, study, advocate and promote 
creative and innovative transportation solutions, technologies 
and related facilities and operational strategies -in the 
Interstate 680/580 corridor and in the San Francisco Bay region; 
and, 

WHEREAS, the Association proposes to form a partnership with 
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, local governments, 
the private sector, and child care providers to develop a series 
of telework centers around the Bay*Area, and to be located near or 
contiguous child care facilities whereever possible: 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Santa Clara County 
Board of Supervisors supports the Bay Area Telework Center 
Development Program and encourages the Association, MTC and other 
interested parties to implement the Program in as expeditious -a 
manner as possible. 

ADOPTED BY THE 80ARD ^ t A ^ f p ^ Q R ? 
OF SANTA CLA'RA.CQUNTY-- » * 
DONALD Ml RAINS, CLERK OF THE BOARD 
B y — * ,„ 

C r geputy Clerk 
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California Institute for Technology Exchange 
4975 Marshall Drive. Culver City, CA 90230 

Phone: 213/398-8205 
FAX: (213) 391-9764 

Telex: (MCl/WUi) 6972791 
April 22, 1991 

TO: 

RE: 
FROM: 

Rod Diridon 

Don Camph 

Bay Area Telework Center Development Program 

Attached for your review are: 

o A concept paper which describes the "Bay Area Telework Center 
Development Program 1 1 being advocated by the 1680/580 Corridor 
Transit Association. 

o The mission statement of the I680/I58Q Corridor Transit 
Association, which is the private sector entity that would be 
in partnership with MTC on this* The group, which I'm 
helping to get off the ground (no stationary yet) is 
comprised (so far) of Fac Bell, Chevron, Windemere, Sunset 
Development, Shappell plus a few others. 

o A funding plan for the Program Initiation Phase [Phase "0"]-
Pac Bell has preliminarily committed the private sector 

o A draft motion of support from the Santa Clara County Board 
of Supervisors - feel free to alter as you see fit. We'd 
like to have this before May 15 if at all possible. 

Although the program is being initiatred by the 1680/580 
Association, the ultimate goal is to have telework centers spread 
throughout the Bay Area, and we would expect to work with you to 
locate facilities in Santa Clara County. 

I hope that's everything you need? obviously we'd be happy to 
meet with you to discuss this in more detail. Thank you so very 
much for your help and interest. 

Sincerely, 

share 

Donald H. Camph 
President 

DHC:me:mml:i680:diridon 
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BAY AREA TELEWORK CENTER DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 

CONCEPT DESCRIPTION 

Introduction 

Recently, the Hawaii State Department of Transportation, in 
cooperation with seven private sector participants and five other 
public agencies, successfully completed a one year demonstration 
of the "Telework Center" concept. In brief, "teleworking" is a 
transportation demand management (TDM) strategy to reduce commute 
traffic. It allows employees to work in a specially designed 
community work center equipped with modems, faxes, copying 
machines, and other state-of-the-art equipment. Using the 
electronic "information highway," the concept is to be able to 
move work without moving people in cars. 

The Hawaii Experience 

The Hawaii Telework Center Demonstration Project was conceived by 
the Hawaii State Department of Transportation (DOT) to test this 
innovative way to reduce traffic congestion. The facility, 
established in Mililani, Oahu, a suburban community located 
twenty miles from downtown Honolulu, is believed to be the 
nation's first telework center. The Hawaii Telework Center 
involves multiple public and private sector employers: seven from 
six different Hawaii State government agencies, and ten from five 
private sector companies* ^ 

The Hawaii project results were overwhelmingly positive from the 
standpoints of trip reduction, worker productivity and 
satisfaction, and management assessment. Even though the scope 
of the Hawaii project was quite small, it sets the stage for a 
larger demonstration which could develop the concept further and 
pave the way for large scale implementation. 

Regent Trends in Telecommuting 

Transportation experts and planners are increasingly of the view 
that telecommuting has an important role to play in metropolitan 
traffic reduction, energy conservation and air quality strate-
gies. For example, the Draft 1991 Revision to South Coast Air 
Quality Management Plan estimates that "40% of regional employees 
may reasonably be expected to telecommute an average of 30% of 
the time by the year 2010." Telecommuting is gaining increased 
acceptance in the United States and elsewhere, with projects or 
programs underway in at least 8 states and several' other 
countries. President Bush has indicated his support for 
telecommuting, which is also featured in the USDOT'S National 
Transportation Policy. 

- 1 -
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child care Needs: An Impediment to Kidesharincr 

Recently, public transit agencies and ridesharing organizations 
have become aware that child care requirements may be a 
significant but previously unrecognized impediment to reducing 
single occupant commute trips. The number of single parents and 
families where both parents work has increased dramatically in 
recent years. This trend is expected to continue in the 1990's. 
In a recent series of public hearings regarding the implementa-
tion of its employer TDM regulation (Regulation X V ) , one 
complaint frequently heard by the South Coast Air Quality 
Management District was that parents of small children, < 
especially single parents and double income parents, find the 
logistics of child care arrangements to be a significant barrier 
to participation in ridesharing arrangements or public transit. 

Telework centers could offer an attractive alternative. Such 
centers are likely to be small in size individually, but the 
potential for a relatively large number of such centers means 
that good geographic coverage could ultimately be achieved. By 
locating near or even contiguous to existing child care 
facilities, or by actually incorporating child care capabilities 
into telework center facilities themselves, sponsors could 
enhance the effectiveness of this transportation alternative and 
reach a market that cannot adequately access more conventional 
shared-ride modes* 

The 680/58Q Corridor Transit Association 

The 680/580 Corridor Transit Association is a private, non-profit 
corporation and transportation management association (TMA) 
comprised of major employers and business representatives. Its 
primary purpose is to identify, study., advocate and promote 
creative and innovative transportation solutions, technologies 
and related facilities and operational strategies in the 
Interstate 680/580 corridor between Fleasanton and Martinez. The 
Association believes in strong public/private partnerships to 
achieve these goals, and works closely with elected officials and 
staff of transportation agencies at all levels of government. 

The 1680/1580 transportation corridor offers a unique setting to 
begin this effort. It is a very large suburban growth center 
with significant employment concentrations that include major 
employers such as Pacific Bell and Chevron U.S.A. Commuters into 
the area come from urban, suburban and exurban parts of the 
greater San Francisco Bay Area. In addition, the San Ramon 
Valley is a major "bedroom community" for downtown San Francisco, 
Silicon Valley and other employment centers in the region. 

The Bay Area Telework Center Development Program 

While the Hawaii experience cited above is encouraging, ah 
aggressive, multi-phase, regionwide program is now needed to 
fully test the potential of this concept. The 680/580 Corridor 
Transit Association proposes a partnership with M T C , FHWA, the 
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State of Californi^^ and other public agenci<Sr and private sector 
interests, as appropriate, to initiate the Bay Area Telework 
Center Development Program. The goal of Phase 1 would be to 
develop from 10 to 20 telework centers to be located both in the 
680/580 Corridor and geographically spread around the Bay Area's 
"commuter shed" region. 

The basic concept is to work with area developers, employers and 
appropriate government agencies to develop these initial centers -
as "incubators" which, if successful, will lead to additional 
centers being built without additional public funds. It is hoped 
that major employers who participate in Phase 1 on a trial basis 
will subsequently elect to develop centers which would be custom 
designed for their particular needs and which (most likely) would 
be for the exclusive use of their employees. Smaller employers, 
on the other hand, might choose to continue to participate at 
multi-employer centers. After the initial infusion of public 
funds, the objective would be to determine the feasibility of 
setting lease rates at a level sufficient to cover operating 
costs plus depreciation. 

The program will be designed to systematically ascertain the 
factors which will affect the effectiveness of telework centers 
in achieving transportation and transportation-related 
objectives. In addition, the program will carefully document: 

o Impacts on employee productivity and satisfaction? 

o Changes in on- and off- the job relationships; 

o Assessment by direct.supervisors and upper management. 

o "Quality of life" impacts for participating employees. 

It is proposed that a Work Program Steering Committee be 
established which will develop detailed objectives, tasks, 
schedule and budget. Subsequent phases would depend on the 
success of the initial phase plus availability of funding. 

BHflget.anfl Funding 
San Bernardino and Riverside counties are currently planning to 
develop pilot telework centers. San Bernardino assumes the 
following costs for a 3,000 sq, ft. facility: 

Cost „„Itero One Time Annual 

Office space ($1.30 per s/f - $ 46,800 

per month full service lease 

Equipment $133,100 $ 23,900 

Personnel - $104,624 

Marketing - $ 20.0Q_p 
Total $133,100 $195,3 24 
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Attachment 1 provides additional details of the San Bernardino 
estimate. 

Extrapolating from these numbers, a very rough initial estimate 
of the cost of Phase 1 (10 to 20 centers) is $3 - $6 million. 
This assumes certain economies of scale in program management, 
marketing, etc. and that the centers would be self-supporting 
after one year. Costs would obviously vary depending on the 
kinds of equipment installed; for example, video-conferencing or 
computer assisted design (CAD) capabilities would obviously cost 
more. 

It is hoped that funding for this program will come from a 
variety of Federal, state, local and private sources. Ho attempt 
has been made to assemble a funding package? this would be one of 
the first orders of business if the decision is made to pursue 
the program. 

Getting,started 

It is proposed that MTC, FHWA and the 680/580 Transit Corridor 
Association take the lead in carrying out the Phase 1 Work 
Program. Attachment 2 provides a draft summary work program for 
the Program Initiation Phase (Phase "0") of the Bay Area Telework 
Center Development Program. An initial budget of $250,000 from 
Federal, state and private sector sources is suggested to offset 
the cost of MTC and Association staff time and resources devoted 
to Phase 0 of the Program. 

Subsequent funding from a variety of sources will be sought at 
the conclusion of Phase 0 . 



JE-NEIGHBORHOOD W O R K C E H T E ^ P R O J E C T ATTACHMENT 1 
ESTIMATED B U D G E T W 

Space allocation estimate is for 3000 square feet with 30 w o r k 
spaces, 20 cubicles and 10 closed dear offices, one c o n f e r e n c e 
room, lunch area, storage, shared equipment s p a c e . This m o d e l 
assumes ail work stations are dedicated to certain employers w i t h 
little or no drop-in. u s e . Included in this estimate is the 
administration of the project for the 18 month period by the I n l a n d 
Empire Economic Council and C I S . Not included in this"estimate is 
the value of CTS donated services, i.e. development, t r a i n i n g , 
monitoring and evaluation. 

Copier and fax machines would have code access for cost allocation 
by employer. Annual costs could be billed to employers or paid foe 
by project- " 

OFFICE SPACE ONE-TIME ANKUAL 

3000 square feet <3 $1,30 per s/f per 
month full service lease . $ 46,800 

Improvements: carpet, offices,, paint, etc, Included 

EQUIPMENT 

Panel System for cubicles,@ $2,500 ea.* $ 50,000 
Furniture for Offices, @ $1000 ea.* 10,000 

Phcne lines: 30 Centrex or o t h e r , with 
voice mail-Connect/Access charges only.* 2,600 10,800 

Telephones: 32 single' line (2 spare). * 3, 200 • 

Copier: Xerox 5028 or similar* 8,000 
Maintenance for same: 2,000 
Supplies (includes paper) "1^600 

FAX Machine* 1,600 

Paper 200 

Modems: 30 standard dial-up type/ 15,000 

PC's: 15 IBM Clones*/ ** 35,000 
Maintenance 7,500 

Laser Printer* 2,500 
Maintenance * q00 

Misc. Furniture* 5,000 

M i s c . Equipment' (coffee, w a t e r , etc.) 200 1,000 

SUB-TOTAL 

$ 133,100 $ 70,700 



N E I G H B O R H O O D W O W K E N T E R P R O J E C T 
E S T I M A T E D 3 U D G E 7 W 
PAGE 2 

PERSONNEL 

Secretary * * * 

I E E C A d m i n i s t r a t i o n ( 1 8 months 
C T S 
M A R K E T I N G 

Coliateriai Piece, Video, etc. 

O N E - T I M E 
$ 

ANNUAL 

$ 34,624 
60,000 
10 , 000 

2 0,000 

TOTAL $ 1 3 3 , 1 0 0 $ 195,324 

GRAND TOTAL $ 3 2 8 , 4 2 4 

These items and the associated costs could be 
deleted from budget if doners are located. 

CTS recommends equipping half of the work stations 
w i t h PC's in order to provide more options to 
employer/users. 

Labor costs are calculated on the basis of a salary 
equivalent to $12-08 per hour and a benefit rate of 
4 7%. Overhead costs are not included. 



680/580 CORRIDOR TRANSIT ASSOCIATION 
MISSION STATEMENT 

The 680/580 Corridor Transit Association is a private, non-profit 
corporation and Transportation Management Association (TMA) 
comprised of major employers and business representatives. 

The primary purpose is to identify, study, advocate and promote 
creative and innovative transportation solutions, technologies and 
related facilities and operational strategies in the Interstate 
680/580 corridor between Pleasanton and Martinez, 

The 680/580 Transit Association believes in strong public/private 
partnerships to achieve these goals. In that regard, the 
Association has established a Legislators Council Advisory 
Committee comprised of elected officials throughout the corridor. 



BAY AREA TELEWORK CENTER DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 
PROGRAM INITIATION PHASE FUNDING PLAN 

State PVEA 

Federal or other public funds 

Private sector (cash, in-kind) 

Total 

$ 75,000 

$125,000 

$ 50,000 

$250 ,000 
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California Institute for Technology Exchange 
4975 Marshall Drive, Culver City. CA 90230 

Phone; 213/398-8205 
FAX: (213) 391-9764 

Telex: (MCI/WUI) 6972791 

F A X T R A N S M I T T A L - COVER PAGE 

DATE: 4-22-91 NUMBER OF PAGES: ^ 
(Including Cover Page) 

RECIPIENT INFORMATION; 

COMPANY: County of Santa Clara 

ATTENTION: 

FAX NUMBER: 

Supervisor Rod Diridon 

408/298-8460 

SENDER INFORMATION; 

COMPANY: CITE 

FROM: • Donald H. Camph, President 

FAX NUMBER: 213/391-9764 

COMMENTS; 

90:FAX8388 

I HEARD IT THROUGH THE FAXTJNFt_ 



Bay Area Telework Center Development Program 

Program Initiation Phase [Phase , f0 M] Work Program 

1. Form hoc Steering Committee 

2. Develop goals and objectives. 

3. Develop detailed work program, assignment of tasks, and 
schedule• 

4.. Identify potential sources of funding* 

5, Develop preliminary budget and funding plan. 

6, Develop site selection criteria-

7 , Conduct initial outreach to employment community, child care 
providers, developers and equipment suppliers. 

8, Expand and formalize Steering Committee, 

9, Develop Phase 1 work program, budget and schedule, 

1Q, Seek funds for Phase 1 implementation. 

DHC:me:mml:i680:telework 

5 -



COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
CALIFORNIA 
OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

County Government Center, East Wing 

70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 95110 

(408) 299-4321 

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD 

Michael M. Honda, District 1 

Zoe Lofgren, District 2 

Ron Gonzales, District 3 

Rod Diridon, District 4 

Dianne McKenna, District 5 

May 23, 1991 

Mr. Don Camph 
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE FOR 

TECHNOLOGY EXCHANGE 
4975 Marchal1 Drive 
Culver City, CA 90230 

Dear Mr. Camph: 

SUBJECT: Support for the Bay Area Telework Center Development 

The Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors, in its meeting held on 
Tuesday, May 14, 1991, voted unanimously to adopt the Resolution 
supporting the Bay Area Telework Center Development Program. 

Attached is a copy of the adopted resolution for your files 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK 

Kay Kazmierczak 
Deputy Clerk 

DMR:kmk 

cc: Supervisor Diridon/ 
District 4 



COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
CALIFORNIA 
OFFICE OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

County Government Center, East Wing 

70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 95110 

(408) 299-4321 

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD 

Michael M. Honda, District 1 

Zoe Lofgren, District 2 

Ron Gonzales, District 3 

Rod Diridon, District 4 

Dianne McKenna, District 5 

May 23, 1991 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
101 - 8th Street, Third Floor 
Oakland, CA 94607 

Dear Sir: 

SUBJECT: Support for the Bay Area Telework Center Development 

The Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors, in its meeting held on 
Tuesday, May 14, 1991, voted unanimously to adopt the Resolution 
supporting the Bay Area Telework Center Development Program. 

Attached is a copy of the adopted resolution for your files 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK 

Kay Kazmierczak 
Deputy Clerk 

DMR:kmk 

cc: Supervisor Diridon/ 
District 4 



County of Santa Ciara ft 

Transportation Agency 
1555 Berger Drive 

San Jose, California 95112 

California Mailing Address: 
P.O. Box 4009 

Milpitas, CA 95035-4009 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 

FROM: James E. Reading 
Director 

SUBJECT: Issuance of permit for bicycle race 
on Mt. Hamilton Road 
Item 35, May 9,'1989 Summary of 
Proceedings 

DATE: -- May 22, 1989 

The San Jose Bicycle Club requested use of Mt. Hamilton Road, 
a State highway, to conduct a Pro-Am bicycle event. On 
April 17, 1989, A . P. Wolochuk, Commander, San Jose Area, 
California Highway Patrol, provided approval for the Mt. 
Hamilton Road race scheduled for May 29, 1989. 

However, upon further review of the route and discussions with 
Caltrans, Commander Wolochuk withdrew his race endorsement on 
May 8, 1989. Therefore, as the race will not reach the County's 
portion of the race route, the request by the San Jose Bicycle 
Club is moot. In any event, the departmental recommendation 
would be not to permit such a bicycle race on the upper portion 
of the San Antonio Valley Road. 

JER:RMS:kh 
Attachments 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GEORGE OEUKMEJIAN, Govern 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
BOX 7310 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120 
(415) 923-4444 

May 12, 1989 

4-SC1-130 
Pending. 

San Jose Bicycle Club 
248 Pamela Drive #10 
Mountain View, CA 94 04 0 

Attention Mr. Gary Lee 

Gentlemen: 

We have reviewed your April 6, 1989 Encroachment Permit 
Application to conduct a bicycle race on State Highway 4-SC1-13 0, 
from Alum Rock Avenue to Mt. Hamilton, 

As the California Highway Patrol has agreed to provide the 
necessary traffic control, we will issue an encroachment permit 
for your bike race upon receipt of a resolution of support from 
the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors and a $55.00 fee. 

If you have any questions, please call Mr. Phil Rendahl at 
415-557-1984. 

Sincerely yours, 

BURCH C. BACHT0LD 
District Director 

R. L. CASHION 
District Permit Engineer 

cc: County of Santa Clara 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, CA 95110 

California Highway Patrol 
2020 Junction Avenue 
San Jose, CA 95131 



2020 Junction Avenue 
San J o s e , CA 95131-2187 
(408) 277-1800 . 

May 8 , 1989 

San Jose Bicycle Club 
c/o Mr. Gary Lee 
248 Pamela D r i v e , #10 
Mountain V i e w , CA 94040 

Dear Mr. Lee: 

On April 17, 1 9 8 9 , I gave the San.Jose Bicycle Club written 
approval for the M t . Hamilton Bicycle Road Race scheduled for May 
28, 1989. H o w e v e r , I must rescind my e n d o r s e m e n t of the race for 
the following reasons: Cal Trans will not issue a permit for the 
race and we have determined the location of the event to be unsafe 
for a bicycle speed c o n t e s t . 

As you are a w a r e , M t . Hamilton Road is a very steep and narrow two 
way mountainous road. In a d d i t i o n , the road has numerous curves 
and bends which creates an unsafe environment for any c o m p e t i t i o n 
of speed. Based upon past accident records regarding this r o a d , 
most accidents are caused by unsafe speed and wrong side of road 
violations. 

Although I regret having to deny approval of this bicycle road 
race, I feel the safety of the bicycle riders and the motoring 
public must be our primary c o n c e r n . Please call me if you have 
further questions concerning this m a t t e r . 

Very truly y o u r s , 

A . P. W 0 L 0 C H U K , Captain 
Commander 

Department of Transportation - Permits 



Dear Resiaent, 

This Memorial Weekend the San Jose Bicycle Club, which has been 
promoting cycling events since 1939, will sponsor the San Jose 
Pro-Am Bicycle Classic. This is a three day, four stage event. 
The thira stage is the Mount Hamilton Classic which will 
commence at 8:00 a.m. on Sunday, May 28 at the Joseph George 
Miodie School on Mahoney Ave. with a promenade to Mount Hamilton 
Roac. The riaers will leave in groups at 15 minute intervals and 
oriefiv pass by the residences on Mahoney, Fleming and Alum 
Roc<. The California Highway Patrol will provide traffic control 
until the riders have passed to minimize the inconvenience to 
residents of the area. 

This colorful event will be the premier cycling event in Northern 
California this year in the tradition of the recently televised 
Tour ae Trump. It also provides the competitve experience 
required by our future Olympic athletes, many of whom plan to 
part icipate. 

The San Jose Bicycle Club would like to encourage your support 
of the riders as they pass by on their way to the summit of 
Mount Hamilton and continuing on to the finish near the Wente 
winery in Livermore some 70 miles from the start. Cycling Is one 
of very few sports where the spectators can view the athletes at 
close range for free. 

We look forward to the support of the residents of the area. 
Shouia you have any questions or would like to express any 
concerns aDout the event, there will be two meetings at the 
Joseph George Intermediate School on Mahoney Avenue on Friday. 
May io at 7:30 p.m. and Saturday, May 20 at 2:00 p.m. Please 
checK the posted sign on the main entrance for the room location. 

Than* you for your co-operation and kind support of this event. 

President 



STjATE OF GAUFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPOR]^^g j_AND^OUStNG AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
• BOX 7310 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94120 
(415) 923-4444 

May 12, 1989 

San Jose Bicycle Club 
248 Pamela Drive #10 
Mountain View, CA 94040 

Attention Mr. Gary Lee 

Gentlemen: 

We have reviewed your April 6, 1989 Encroachment Permit 
Application to conduct a bicycle race on State Highway 4-SC1-130, 
from Alum Rock Avenue to Mt. Hamilton. 

As the California Highway Patrol has agreed to provide the 
necessary traffic control, we will issue an encroachment permit 
for your bike race upon receipt of a resolution of support from 
the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors and a $55,00 fee. 

If you have any questions, please call Mr. Phil Rendahl at 
415-557-1984. 

Sincerely yours, 

BURCH C. BACHTOLD 
District Director 

R . L. CASHION 
District Permit Engineer 

cc: County of Santa Clara 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, CA 95110 

California Highway Patrol 
2020 Junction Avenue 
San Jose, CA 95131, , 
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County of Santa Clara 
Office of the County Executive 
County Government Center. East Wing 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose. California 9511 o 
(408)299-24-24 

f S M D S 

M E M O R A N D U M 

May 22, 1989 

TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: m O J a n e Decker 
KH Assistant to the County Executive 

for County Relations 

SUBJECT: Mount Hamilton Classic Bike Race 
May 9, 1989 Agenda Item #35 

The California Highway Patrol is not planning to provide traffic 
control, as requested by the San Jose Bicycle Club for their 
proposed Memorial Day race over Mt. Hamilton Road (State Route 
130). Additionally, Stanislaus County officials will not grant a 
permit on the Del Puerto Canyon Road portion of the race. Both 
agencies cite the danger to cyclists as the reason for denial. 

At one point during the last month, the CHP did agree to offer 
traffic control, at which time Caltrans agreed to issue a permit 
contingent upon the support of the Santa Clara County Board of 
Supervisors. The CHP now remains firm in its later decision to 
not provide any type of support for this year's event. They have 
informed Jim Passe, Activities Director of the San Jose Bicycle 
Club, that a solution for next year's race might be a "rolling 
closure 1 1 of Mt. Hamilton Road, to alleviate safety concerns. 

Meanwhile, the club contacted Assemblyman Quakenbush fs office 
last Friday in an effort to coordinate some kind of arrangement 
for this year's race. This office contacted John Pennybaker of 
Caltrans Legislative Affairs, who reiterated that Caltrans will 
issue a permit if the CHP offers traffic control and the Santa 
Clara County Board of Supervisors passes a resolution in support 
of the race. Staff has also been informed by Caltrans that the 
club may be considering changing the Del Puerto Canyon Road 
portion of the race to San Antonio Valley Road, which is a Santa 
Clara County route. The Current Planning Office has not received 
any requests for.a permit.^"' 

cc: Clerk of the Boardv' 

Board of Supervisors: Susanne Wilson. Zoe Lofgren. Ron Gonzales, Rod Diridon. Dianne McKenna 
County Executive: Sally R. Reed 
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County of Santa Clara RCVD 
BD OF SUPERVISORS 
CO OF SAN7A CLARA Office of the County Executive 

County Government Center. East Wing 
70 west Hedding Street 
San Jose. California 9511 o 
(408)299-2424 

89 JUN 28 P i : 40 

M E M O R A N D U M 

June 26, 1989 

TO: Board of Supervisors 

FROM: IJane Decker 
Assistant to the County Executive 
for County Relations 

SUBJECT: MOUNT HAMILTON CLASSIC BIKE RACE, 
SAN JOSE BICYCLE CLUB 

As a follow-up to this issue, which came before the Board on May 23, 1989 
as Agenda Item X-2, the San Jose Bicycle Club held the Mount Hamilton 
Classic Bike Race on Sunday, May 28, 1989. In the week preceding the 
race, the club contacted the Governor's Office, which referred them to 
the Secretary of the State Department of Transportation, Business and 
Housing who in turn directed Caltrans to issue a permit to traverse Mt. 
Hamilton Road (State Route 130). Caltrans agreed to issue a permit as an 
exception to a long standing policy of requiring a resolution from the 
Board of Supervisors and law enforcement support from the California 
Highway Patrol. In fact, the San Jose Bicycle Club never picked up the 
permit or signed for it, so final issuance was not technically completed. 

Upon learning that Caltrans had agreed to issue the permit, the 
California Highway Patrol drew up a reimbursable services contract to 
provide two motorcycle officers and two patrol cars to escort the race 
participants. The CHP reports that the race occurred without incident. 

Caltrans reports that the bicycle club is interested in placing next 
year's race on a national bike race calendar of events, and is planning 
to pursue the issuance of a Caltrans permit as early as this August for 
the May 1990 race. Meanwhile, Caltrans sent a June 7, 1989 reply to a 
letter from Supervisor Diridon, stating that their policy for issuing 
permits of this kind will, in the future, require a resolution from the 
Board of Supervisors and law enforcement support by the CHP. 

Board of Supervisors: Susonne Wilson. Zoe Lofgren. Ron Gonzales. Rod Diridon. Dianne McKenna 
County Executive: Sally R. Reed 

District* (T) IV ( J ) reo*d 
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A - ' • RESOLUTION NO. 

g " / 

8 < AUTHORIZING USE OF FUNDS ALLOCATED BY PACIFIC 
GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO THE COUNTY OF 

SANTA CLARA PURSUANT TO DECISION NOS. 73078 AND 82-01-18 
C OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION IN 

THE CITY OF SAN JOSE 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 
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•H -H 
A -p 
A * rt 
o c; u 
pq o -P 
•h w 

-H 
r- u C 
oo 0 -h as follows: 
\ u\B 
00 4-> TJ 
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u <c. 1:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers in the City Hall, San Jose, 
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u a 2 welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead 
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o a structures, and the underground installation of wires and facilities for 
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u S o that certain area of the City of San Jose; and 
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WHEREAS, such hearing has been duly and regularly held, and all persons 
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r w o interested have been given an opportunity to be heard; and 
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c c c tn tr> o WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Jose, has, pursuant to 
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.. (1) "The streets, roads or rights-of-way in the District are 

extensively used by the general public and carry a heavy volume of pedestrian 

or vehicular traffic;" 

(2) "The said streets, roads or rights-of-way adjoin or pass through 

fa civic area 1, and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board hereby authorizes the 

utilization of up to $200,000 from the amount allocated by Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company to the County of Santa Clara pursuant to Decision 

Nos. 73078 and 82-01-18 of the California Public Utilities Commission for the 

year 1987 for expenditure on the conversion project to be carried out in 

said Underground Utility 1 District1. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 

State of California on - AU6 18 fry , 1987 by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors DIRIDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON 

ABSENT: 

NOES: Supervisors NONE NONE 
Supervisors 

Dianne McKenna, Chairperson 
Board of Supervisors 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 
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COUNTY-OF SANTA CLARA 
. CALIFORNIA ' 

O F F I C E O F T H E B O A R D OF S U P E R V I S O R S M E M B E R S O F T H E B O A R D 

C o u n t y G o v e r n m e n t C e n t e r , E a s t W i n g 

7 0 W e s t H e d d l n g S t r e e t 

S a n J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 9 5 1 1 0 

( 4 0 8 ) 2 9 9 - 4 3 2 1 

Z o e L o f g r e n , D i s t r i c t 2 

T h o m a s L . L e g a n , D i s t r i c t 3 

R o d D I r I d o n , D i s t r i c t 4 

S u s a n n e W i l s o n , D i s t r i c t 1 

D i a n n e M c K e n n a , D i s t r i c t 5 

August 28, 1987 

P.G.E. 
308 Stockton 
San Jose, CA 95126 

Dear Mr. O'Brien: 

SUBJECT: Undergrounding of aerial facilities at the Park and Ride lot 
at Capitol Expressway and Highway 87 on the Guadalupe Corridor 
project 

Enclosed please find copy of Resolution for your records. 

Very truly yours 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK 

Bobbi Claycomb 
Deputy Clerk 

DMR:bc 

Enclosures 

cc: Transportation Agency 



County of Santa Clar A 
Transportation Agency 

1555 Berger Drive 
San Jose, California 95112 
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Prepared by Bechtholdt 
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Submitted by -Readin 

APPROVED: DIRECTOR 
DATE: August 4. 1987 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: 

Agenda Date 

Agenda Date 

Agenda Date 

August 18" 1987 

Item No. 

Item N o . 

Item No. 
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SUBJECT: 

SCOTTY A. BRUCE, Deputy Director, Design and Construction 

UNDERGROUNDS OF AERIAL FACILITIES AT THE PARK AND RIDE 
LOT AT CAPITOL EXPRESSWAY AMD HIGHWAY 87 0 N THE GUADALUPE 
CORRIDOR PROJECT 

W Q) 
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RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Adopt resolution authorizing Pacific Gas and Electric Company to allocate Santa 
Clara County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose for the conversion of 
existing overhead facilities to underground facilities at the Park and Ride Lot 
at Capitol Expressway and Highway 87. ( onthe Guadalupe Corridor Project). 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: 

Adoption of the Resolution will not require the expenditure of County funds. 
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The proposed conversion project on Capitol Expressway will eliminate an unusually 
heavy concentration of overhead distribution facilities on a street used 
extensively by the general public and carrying a heavy volume of pedestrian and 
vehicular traffic as well as the planned Light Rail Transit Vehicles. 

BACKGROUND: 

This District formed by the City of San Jose fronting our proposed Guadalupe 
Transportation Corridor Park and Ride Facility at Capitol Expressway and Highway 
37 is a cooperative project betrween the City of San Jose and the County of Santa 
Clara. This project will utilize approximately $200,000 of Santa Clara County 
20A Allocation Funds. 

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
81987 m i OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY-

DONALD M. RA/NS, Clpj* of the Board 
R y YjpA^Urvc^ 

Zletk of t 

J^jUr 
Deputy Clerk 

1908 REV 5/84 An Equal 

AUG 1 8 \ W 



Page 2 of 2 

DATE: August 4, '1987 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: August 18, 1987 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUNDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES AT THE PARK AND RIDE 
LOT AT CAPITOL EXPRESSWAY AND HIGHWAY 87 OF THE GUADALUPE 
CORRIDOR PROJECT 

The California Public Utilities Commission decision No. 73078 provides for the 
utility companies to budget money for the replacement of overhead facilities with 
underground facilities. 

This budgeted amount is allocated to the various cities and counties in the same 
ratio that the number of customers in such cities and counties bears to the total 
system customers. 

Santa Clara County is allocated approximately $570,000 each year for these 
conversion projects. These funds accrue yearly if not expended and are only 
available for conversion projects. 

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The undergrounding of aerial facilities at the Park and Ride Lot at Capitol 
Expressway and Highway 87 would not be done. -

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL: 

When executed the Clerk of the Board would send the authorization to 
P.G. & E., Attention: Jim O'Brien, 308 Stockton, San Jose, CA 95126. 

SAB:DHB:cw 

WPLW04• 

<OT 
$ 1910 REV 5/M 



&0ADS t&a 

& 

oo 

RESOLUTION NO. 

AUTHORIZING USE OF FUNDS ALLOCATED BY PACIFIC 
GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO THE COUNTY OF 

SANTA CLARA PURSUANT TO DECISION NOS. 73078 AND 82-01-18 
OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION IN 

THE CITY OF SAM JOSE 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 

as follows: 

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 59317 of the City Council of the City of 

0 0 

jĵ j San Jose, a public hearing was called for September 2, 1986", at the hour of 

1:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers in the City Hall, San Jose, 

California, to ascertain whether the public necessity-, health, safety, or 

welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead 

structures, and the underground installation of wires and facilities for 
. supplying electric, communication, or similar or associated service, within 

° & 

aj a • that certain area'of the City of San Jose; and 

1 % 
£ WHEREAS, notice of such hearing has been given to all affected property owners and utilities concerned in the manner and for the time required by law; 

and 

H c 
o ^ 

w -P \ 

g g WHEREAS, such hearing has been duly and regularly held, and all persons 
o o 

g +j interested have been given an opportunity to be heard; and 
W g jj 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Jose, has, pursuant to 

8 h 3 
"jgl Ordinance No. 223^3 of the City of San Jose, designated the above-described 

•HO 51 a r e a a s Underground Utility District in the area of Route 87 at Chynoweth 

ki a) 
^BrfT Avenue of the City of San Jose; and 

S y o WHEREAS, the Underground Utility District created by said Ordinance No. 

' h *Q ""S 

g ^ H 223l*3 of the City of San Jose is in the general public interest for the 

% & a following reasons(s): 

8| l 
H g S 
£ 8 8 
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(1) "'Hie streets, roads or rights-of-way in the District are 
* 

extensively used by the general public and carry a heavy volume of pedestrian 

or vehicular traffic;" 

(2) "Hie said streets, roads or rights-of-way adjoin or pass through 

MOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board hereby authorizes the 

utilization of up to $50,000 from the amount allocated by Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company to the County of Santa Clara pursuant to Decision 

Nos. 73078 and 82-01-18 of the California Public Utilities Commission for the 

year 1987 for expenditure on the conversion project to be carried out in 

said Underground Utility 1 District'. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 

State of California on M 6 1 8 1987 , 1987 by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors D!R|DON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON 

NOES: Supervisors NONE 

ABSENT: Supervisors NONE 

'a civic area'. and 

T)f5nne McKenna, Chairperson 
Board of Supervisors 

rrite, Clerk 
Der^isors 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 



jlk Cc . COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
CALIFORNIA 
O F F I C E O F T H E B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

C o u n t y G o v e r n m e n t C e n t e r , E a s t W i n g 

7 0 W e s t H e d d l n g S t r e e t 

S a n J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 9 5 1 1 0 

< 4 0 8 ) 2 9 9 — 4 3 2 I 

M E M B E R S O F T H E B O A R D 

S u s a n n e W i l s o n , D i s t r i c t 1 

Z o e L o f g r e n , D i s t r i c t 2 

T h o m a s L . L e g a n , D i s t r i c t 3 

R o d D i r i d o n , D i s t r i c t 4 

D t a n n e M c K e n n a , D i s t r i c t S 

August 28, 1987 

P.G.E. 
308 Stockton 
San Jose, CA 95126 

Dear Mr. O'Brien: 

SUBJECT: Undergrounding of aerial facilities in the area of Route 87 at 
Chynoweth Avenue of the Guadalupe Corridor Project. 

Enclosed please find copy of Resolution for your records. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK 

Bobbi Claycomb 
Deputy Clerk 

DMR:bc 

Enclosures 
cc: Transportation Agency 



Transportation Agency 

County of Santa C lar^ w San Jose, California 95112 

California^ & ^ 
TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

Prepared by R^rhthnirit P a g e _ L _ o f J _ S.D. 

Reviewed by B r u c e 

Submitted by Reading^. DATE: August 4, 1987 

APPROVED: DI RECTOR 

S TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: Agenda Date ; item No. 

B COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date August IS, 1987 item No. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date item No. 

90$ 
g-'l'FftOM: 3C0TTY A. BRUCE, Deputy Director, Design and Construction 
£ 
c 
o 
+! 
ft 

n 

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUND!MG OF AERIAL FACILITIES IN THE AREA OF ROUTE 
87 AT CHYNOWETH AVENUE OS THE GUADALUPE CORRIDOR PROJECT 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Adopt resolution authorizing Pacific Gas and Electric Company to allocate Santa 
c - Clara County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose for the conversion of 

existing overhead facilities to underground facilities in the area cf Route 37 at 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: 

Or-
- r j CO 

o ^ Chynoweth Avenue, (ofl the Guadalupe Corridor Project) 

K 
13 Adoption of the Resolution will not require the expenditure of County funds. 

tti 
& tt REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION: 
•H 
U) -H 
3 -h 'Hie proposed conversion project on Chynoweth Avenue will eliminate an unusually 
•iwlj heavy concentration of overhead distribution facilities on a street used 

i extensively by the general public and carrying a heavy volurnn of pedestrian and 
£ & vehicular traffic as well as the planned Licht Rail Transit Vehicles. 
o 5 
S £ BACKGROUND: 
•iH ~~"~———* 

Q § 
^-rj This District formed by the City of San Jose fronting our proposed Guadalupe 

Transportation Corridor Park and Ride Facility at Chynoweth Avenue and Route S7 
g u is a cooperative project between the City of San Jose and the County of Santa 
w a Clara. This project will utilize approximately $50,000 of Santa Clara County 
>i 3 20A Allocation Funds. 
Qi ro 
8 £ APPROVED BYTHE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
•g £ OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY AIIR 1, RJ9R7— 
% .3 P O I ^ D ^ ^ I N S , CXgof^he Board 
a n mmp>mk\ b^yju^^^ A - V 

£ 3 i t \ * * '' / Deputy Clerk 

® 1 9 0 8 R E V 5 / 8 4 An Equal Opportunity Employer AUG 1 81987 
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DATE: August 4. 1987 

TRANSIT DISTRICT EOARD AGENDA DATE: 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: August 18, 1987 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 

SUBJECT: UNDERCROUUDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES IN THE AREA OF ROUTE 
87 AT CHYNOWETH AVENUE OF THE GUADALUPE CORRIDOR PROJECT 

The California Public Utilities Commission decision No. 73073 provides for the 
utility companies to budget money for the replacement of overhead facilities with 
underground facilities. 

This budgeted amount is allocated to the various cities and counties in the same 
ratio that the number of customers in such cities and counties bears to the total 
system customers. 

Santa Clara County is allocated approximately $570,000 each year for these 
conversion projects. These funds accrue yearly if not expended and are only 
available for conversion projects. 

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The undergrounding of aerial facilities in the area of Route 37 at Chynoweth 
Avenue would not be done. 

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL: 

When executed the Clerk of the Board would send the authorization to 
P.G. & E., Attention: Jim O'Brien, 308 Stockton, San Jose, CA 95126. 

SAB:DHB:cw 
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RESOLUTION MO. 

AUTHORIZING USE OF FUNDS ALLOCATED BY PACIFIC 
GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO THE COUNTY OF 

SANTA CLARA PURSUANT TO DECISION NOS. 73078 AND 82-01-18 
OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION IN 

THE CITY OF SAN JOSE 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 

as follows: 

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 59488 of the City Council of the City of 

San Jose, a public hearing was called for December 9, 1986, at the hour of 

1:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers in the City Hall, San Jose, 

California, to ascertain whether the public necessity, health, safety, or 

welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead 

structures, and the underground installation of wires and facilities for 

supplying electric, communication, or similar or associated service, within 

that certain area of the City of San Jose; and 

WHEREAS, notice of such hearing has been given to all affected property 

owners and utilities concerned in the manner and for the time required by law; 

and 

WHEREAS, such hearing has been duly and regularly held, and all persons 

interested have been given an opportunity to be heard; and 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Jose, has, pursuant to 

Ordinance No. 22411 of the City of San Jose, designated the above-described 

area as Underground Utility District at the Park and Ride Lot at Snell Avenue 

and Route 85 of the City of San Jose; and 

WHEREAS, the Underground Utility District created by said Ordinance No. 

22411 of the City of San Jose is in the general public interest for the 

following reasons(s): 

ORI 'RUG 1 8 \M7 



. . • (1) "The streets, roads or rights-of-way in the District are 

.extensively used by the general public and carry a heavy volume of pedestrian 

or vehicular traffic;" 

(2) "The said streets, roads or rights-of-way adjoin or pass through 

fa civic area'. and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board hereby authorizes the 

utilization of up to $200,000 from the amount allocated by Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company to the County of Santa Clara pursuant to Decision 

Nos. 73078 and 82-01-18 of the California Public Utilities Commission for the 

year 1987 for expenditure on the conversion project to be carried out in 

said Underground Utility 'District1. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 

State of California on t 8 'B7 , 1987 by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors pjpiDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON 
NOES: Supervisors" N O N E 

ABSENT: Supervisors N O N E 

Dianne McKenna, Chairperson 
Board of Supervisors 

ATTE pNALD M. RAINS, Clerk 
rd of Supervisors 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 



.COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
CALIFORNIA 
O F F I C E OF T H E B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S M E M B E R S O F T H E B O A R D 

S u s a n n t W i l s o n , D i s t r i c t ) C o u n t y G o v e r n m e n t C e n t e r , E a s t W i n g 

7 0 W e s t H e d d l n g S t r e e t 

S e n J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 9 5 1 ) 0 

( 4 0 8 ) 2 9 9 - 4 3 2 1 

Z o e L o f g r e n , D i s t r i c t 2 

T h o m a s L . L e g a n , D i s t r i c t 3 

R o d 0 1 r l d o n , D i s t r i c t 4 

D l a n n e M c K e n n a , D i s t r i c t 5 

August 28, 1987 

P G E 
308 Stockton 
San Jose, CA 95126 

Dear Mr. O'Brien: 

SUBJECT: Underground!ng of aerial facilities at the Park and Ride lot 
at Snell Avenue and Route 85 on the Guadalupe Corridor Project 

Enclosed please find copy of Resolution for your records 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK 

Bobbl Claycomb 
Deputy Clerk 

DMR:bc 

Enclosures 
cc: Transportation Agency 



County of Santa Clar4l 
Transportation Agency 

1555 Berger Drive 
San Jose, California 95112 

California 

Prepared by_ 

Reviewed by 

4 

Betchtholdt 

Bruce 

Submitted by Reading 

APPROVED: DIRECTORJm \j 

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

Page_j of S.D. 

DATE: August 4, 1987 

§ e s 
3 
T3 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS:. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: 

Agenda Date 

Agenda Date August 18, 1987 

Agenda Date_ 

Item No. 

Item No. 

Item No. 
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u a 
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ROM: SCOTTY A. BRUCE, Deputy Director, Design and Construction 

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUNDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES AT THE PARK AMD RIDE 
LOT AT SHELL AVEHUE AMD ROUTE 85 ON THE GUADALUPE CORRIDOR 
PROJECT 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Adopt resolution authorizing Pacific Gas and Electric Company to allocate Santa 
Clara County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose for the conversion of 
existing overhead facilities to underground facilities at the Park and Ride Lot 
at Snell Avenue and Route 85. (oh the Guadalupe Corridor Project) 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: 

O r-
U co 

^ 

C cH 
•H 

a ! 
M-l +J 
O rt 
Mi) 

.SI 

-p s 

1/1 c 
>1 o 

$ 

n 
P 
8 

Adoption of the Resolution will not require the expenditure of County funds. 

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION: 

Tne proposed conversion project on Snell Avenue will eliminate an unusually 
heavy concentration of overhead distribution facilities on a street used 
extensively by the general public and carrying a heavy volune of pedestrian and 
vehicular traffic as well as the planned Light Rail Transit Vehicles. 

BACKGROUND: 

This District formed by the City of San Jose fronting our proposed Guadalupe 
Transportation Corridor Park and Ride Facility at Snell Avenue and Route 65 
ks a cooperative project betrween the City of San Jose and the County of Santa 
Clara. This project will utilize approximately $200,000 of Santa Clara County 
20A Allocation Funds. 

APPROVED BYTHE BOARD OF SUPERV I SORS 
OF SANTA CLARA ™UNTY A | I R 1 ft WR7 
DOUMp M R/mJS, Clerjrot th< 
R v YJo 1 fJryi^.. ,/<yf c 

ie Board 

® 1908 REV 5/84 An Equal Op 

Deputy Clerk 

m 1 8 m 1 



DATE: August 4,1987 

TRANSIT DISTRICT EOARD AGENDA DATE: 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: August 18, 1987 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 

SUBJECT' UNDERGROUMDING OF AERIAL FACILITIES AT THE PARK AMD RIDE 
' LOT AT SMELL AVENUE AMD ROUTE 85 OF THE GUADALUPE CORRIDOR 

PROJECT 

The California Public Utilities Commission decision No. 73078 provides for the 
utility companies to budget money for the replacement of overhead facilities with 
underground facilities. 

Tnis budgeted amount is allocated to the various cities and counties in the same 
ratio that the number of customers in such cities and counties bears to the total 
system customers. 

Santa Clara County is allocated approximately $570,000 each year for these 
conversion projects. These funds accrue yearly if not expended and are only 
available for conversion projects. 

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The undergrounding of aerial facilities at the Park and Ride Lot at Snell Avenue 
and Route 85 would not be done. 

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL: 

When executed the Clerk of the Board would send the authorization to 
P.G. & E., Attention: Jim O'Brien, 308 Stockton, San Jose, CA 95126. 

SAB: DI!B:cw 
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RESOLUTION NO. 

AUTHORIZING USE OF FUNDS ALLOCATED BY PACIFIC 
GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO THE COUNTY OF 

SANTA CLARA PURSUANT TO DECISION NOS. 73078 AND 82-01-18 
OF THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION IN 

THE CITY OF SAN JOSE 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 

as follows: 

WHEREAS, by Resolution No. 59100 of the City Council of the City of 

San Jose, a public hearing was called for May 20, 1987, at the hour of 

1:30 p.m. in the Council Chambers in the City Hall, San Jose, 

California, to ascertain whether the public necessity, health, safety, or 

welfare requires the removal of poles, overhead wires and associated overhead 

structures, and the underground installation of wires and facilities for 

supplying electric, communication, or similar or associated service, within 

that certain area of the City of San Jose on North First Street from Brokaw 

Road to Tasman Avenue; and 

WHEREAS, notice of such hearing has been given to all affected property 

owners and utilities concerned in the manner and for the time required by law; 

and 

WHEREAS, such hearing has been duly and regularly held, and all persons 

interested have been given an opportunity to be heard; and 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of San Jose, has, pursuant to 

Ordinance No. 22246 of the City of San Jose, designated the above-described 

area as Underground Utility District in the area of North First Street from 

Brokaw Road to Tasman Avenue within the City of San Jose; and 

WHEREAS, the Underground Utility District created by said Ordinance No. 

22246 of the City of San Jose is in the general public interest for the 

following reasons(s): a 

m 2 8 1987 



(1) "The undergrounding to be accomplished will avoid or eliminate an 

unusaully heavy concentration of overhead distribution facilities;" 

(2) "The streets, roads or rights-of-way in the District are 

extensively used by the general public and carry a heavy volume of pedestrian 

or vehicular traffic;". 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board hereby authorizes the 

utilization of up to $1,000,000 from the amount allocated by Pacific Gas and 

Electric Company to the County of Santa Clara pursuant to Decision 

Nos. 73078 and 82-01-18 of the California Public Utilities Commission for the 

year 1987 for expenditure on the conversion project to be carried out in 

said Underground Utility 'District*• 



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 

State of California on J U L 2 8 1 9 8 7 1987 by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors DIRIDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON 

NOES: Supervisors NONE 

ABSENT: Supervisors NONE 

ATTES LD M. RAINS, Clerk 
of SuperviSbrs 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY 

Dianne McKenna, Chairperson 
Board of Supervisors 

Count^ Counsel 

WPLL03 



C O U N M F .SANTA CLARA 
CALIFORNIA 
O F F I C E O F T H E B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S M E M B E R S O F T H E B O A R D 

C o u n t y G o v e r n m e n t C e n t e r , E a s t W i n g 

7 0 W e s t H e d d l n g S t r e e t 

S a n J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 9 5 1 1 0 

( 4 0 8 ) 2 9 9 - 4 3 2 1 

Z o e L o f g r e n , D i s t r i c t 2 

T h o m a s L . L e g a n , D i s t r i c t 3 

R o d D i r i d o n , D i s t r i c t A 

S u s a n n e W i l s o n , D i s t r i c t 1 

D l a n n e M c K e n n a , D i s t r i c t 5 

August 5, 1987 

Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
308 Stockton Avenue 
San Jose, CA. 95126 

Attn: Jim O'Brien 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING PG&E TO ALLOCATE RULE 20A FUNDS TO CITY 
OF SAN JOSE 

Dear Mr. O'Brien: 

On July 28, 1987, the Board of Supervisors adopted a Resolution 
authorizing Pacific Gas and Electric Company to allocate Santa Clara 
County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose to convert overhead 
facilities to underground facilities on First Street, between Brokaw 
Road and Tasman Avenue. 

Enclosed please find a copy of said Resolution for your information 
and files. This office will notify the proper parties of Board action. 

Very truly yours 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK 

Sheri Atencio 
Deputy Clerk 

DMR:sla 

cc: City of San Jose 

Enclosures 



• '.* t Transportation Agency 

County of Santa ClaraA m San Jose, California 95112 

California •K 
TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

Prepared by Bechtholdt Page^j of ? S.D. 

Reviewed by Bruce 

Submitted by R r u c e ^ DATE: June 15, 1987 

APPROVED: DIRECTOR 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: Agenda Date item No. 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date JUIV^TSI 1987 item No. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date item No. 

ROM: SCOTTY BRUCE, Deputy Director, Design and Construction 

SUBJECT: UNDERGROUNDS OF AERIAL FACILITIES ON NORTH FIRST STREET 
FROM BROKAW ROAD TO TASMAN AVENUE 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Adopt resolution authorizing Pacific Gas and Electric Company to allocate Santa 
Clara County Rule 20A funds to the City of San Jose for the conversion of 
existing overhead facilities to underground facilities on First Street between 
Brokaw Road and Tasman Avenue. 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: 

Adoption of the Resolution will not require the expenditure of County funds. 

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION: 

The proposed conversion project on First Street will eliminate an unusually heavy 
concentration of overhead distribution facilities on a street used extensively by 
the general public and carrying a heavy volume of pedestrian and vehicular 
traffic as well as the planned Light Rail Transit Vehicles. 

BACKGROUND: . 

This particular district is the last of three separate districts formed by the 
City of San Jose along First Street from Julian Street North to Tasman Avenue. 
The prior districts were funded solely by the City of San Jose 20A allocation. 
Combining City and County 20A allocations will enable the completion of one of 
the most significant conversion projects undertaken in Santa Clara County and 
greatly enhance the Guadalupe Transportation Corridor. 

1908 REV 5/84 An Equal 

m ^ 8 \w 



Page 2 of 2 

DATE: June 15, 1987 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: July 14, 1987 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 

I F P T - UNDERGROUNDS OF AERIAL FACILITIES ON NORTH FIRST STREET 
SUPJUII . FROM BROKAW ROAD TO TASMAN AVENUE 

The California Public Utilities Commission decision No. 73078 provides for the 
utility companies to budget money for the replacement of overhead facilities with 
underground facilities. 

This budgeted amount is allocated to the various cities & counties in the same 
ratio that the number of customers in such cities and counties bears to the total 
system customers. 

Santa Clara County is allocated approximately $570,000 each year for these 
conversion projects. These funds accrue yearly if not expended and are only 
available for conversion projects. 

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The undergrounding of aerial facilities along North First Street from Brokaw Road 
to Tasman Avenue would not be done. 

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL: 

When executed the Clerk of the Board would send the authorization to P.G. & E., 
Attention Jim O fBrien, 308 Stockton, San Jose, CA 95126 

SAB:DHB:cw 
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memorandum 

V J 
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T O Pnyuis Ferez 
Asst. Clerk of the Board 

F R O M Dianne McKenna, Chair 
Board of Supervisors 

| v.,,.--' S U B J E C T 

Torch Run/Resolution 
D A T E 

July 14, 1987 

Please place the following resolution on the Board of Supervisors 
agenda for Tuesday, July 21, 1987 as a consent item. Please 
prepare immediately after and mail to Mr. Robert Cashion, P.E., 
CalTrans Office of Permits, P.O. Box 27310, San Francisco, 
California 94120. Thank you. 

WHEREAS, California Special Olympics, Inc., proposes to conduct a 
Law Enforcement Torch Run; and 

WHEREAS, The Law Enforcement Torch run may temporarily impede and 
restrict the flow of traffic on State Highway 101 (Business), 
State Route 152 and State Route 82 in Santa Clara County between 
the hours of 7:00 A.M. and 9 : 0 0 . o n Saturday, July 25, 1987 
and Sunday, July 26, 1987; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Santa Clara, State of California approves and consents 
to the proposed Torch Run and recommends approval of and consents 
to the proposed restriction of State Highways upon terms and 
conditions deemed appropriate and necessary by the State of 
California, Department of Transportation and the County of Santa 
Clara. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED, etc. 

rz 

attachment 

APPROVED*BYTHE BOARD OFSUPERVlSOl 
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY— 
DONALD M. RAINac ie rk of the Board 
By—r ^ t I PlB—ffZ* 

Deputy Clerk 



Special 
Olympics 

CALIFORNIA SPECIAL OLYMPICS, l/VC-
1BOB STAMFORD STREET WI3J 453-762? 
SANTA MONICA, CA 9 0 4 0 4 

President 
RAFER JOHNSON* 

First Vice President 
JACK BROTHERTON 

Vice President/Legal 
LAWRENCE BASS 

Vice President/Planning 
N. JAMES GRIGGS 

Vice President/Public Relations 
HANK RIEGER 

Treasurer 

ALLEN J.P. GEHRIG 

Secretary 
JOHN C. BRAUNE 

BCWRD OF DIRECTORS 

Stephen H. Ackerman 
Ed Arnold 
James Bardwil 
Lawrence Bass 
Jack Brotherton 
Norton N. Brown 
Todd J, Chrisiensen 
Allen J.P Gehrig 
H. James Griggs 
Patrick Grover 
Ralph L. Herman 
Arte Johnson 
Rafer Johnson 
Carolyn Miller 
Elliot I. Mininberg 
Hal Norton 
John W Perry. M.D. 
Hank Rieger 
Dick Sargent 
Janyce Sarnoff 
Roger Tracey 
Jeanne Valvo 
Roy W. Walters. Ill 
Joseph A. Waiters 
David A. U/fcitzner 
Casey Wbolley 

Executive Director 
JOHN C. BRAUNE 

•National HeacJ Coach 

June 16, 1987 

The Honorable Rod J. Diridon, Chairman 
Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
County Administration Building 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 

Dear Supervisor Diridon: 

I am writing about a special event, the Law Enforcement Torch Run 
for California Special Olympics, The Torch Run is a local effort 
to raise much needed funds for our state's mentally retarded ath-
letes to train and compete in the Special Olympics Program. The 
Law Enforcement Torch runners and their support vehicles will be 
passing through your county on July 25 and 26, and we need your 
help in coordinating this event with CalTrans. 

Allow me to briefly explain this wonderful event to you on 
July 24, 1987 Law Enforcement personnel from the entire state will 
run 3-mile legs carrying a torch ignited at the Golden Gate Bridge, 
through San Francisco and many other communities, down picturesque 
California and into a victory celebration in Los Angeles on July 30, 
1987. 

The Law Enforcement Torch Run will be receiving considerable media 
exposure, with segments to appear on Wide World of Sports. Cali-
fornia will be joining the other 49 states, the District of Columbia 
and several international countries with similar Torch Runs in one 
of the largest fund raising events of its kind. National and inter-
national media coverage is anticipated. Public officials and cele-
brities have endorsed and offered their support and participation. 

It has been our experience that such a Run might very briefly impact 
on traffic control; therefore, as a contingency, we are working 
with all local Law Enforcement jurisdictions, the California Highway 
Patrol, as well as CalTrans. Please note that on Highways in non-
incorporated areas, CalTrans has advised us that your approval of 
their use for the Torch Run within your County is needed. CalTrans 
would like a resolution or at least a letter from you approving 
said Run. I have included a draft copy of each. The resolution/ 
letter is to be sent to the CalTrans Permit Engineer, as below: 

Mr. Robert Cashion, P.E. 
CalTrans Office of Permits 
P.O. Box 27310 
San Francisco, CA 94120 

Special Olympics Created by TJ 
Authorized and Accredited by Special Ol; 

Jr. Foundation 
Retarded Citizens. 

m 2 i m 7 
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Diridon 

Thank you in advance for your prompt attention to this matter 
If needed, I can usually be contacted at (415) 553-1345. 

Sincerely, 

SERGEANT DENNIS A . GUSTA0SON 
San Francisco Police Department 
850 Bryant Street, Room 555 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

DAG:sh 
Enclosures 

P.S. I would appreciate your sending me a copy of any corres 
pondence you direct to CalTrans. 



RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA. STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

WHEREAS, California Special Olympics, Inc., proposes to conduct a Law Enforcement Torch Run; and 

WHEREAS, The Law Enforcement Torch run may temporarily impede and restrict the flow of traffic on State 
Highway 101 (Business), State Route 152 and State Route 82 in Santa Clara County between the hours of 7:00 
a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on Saturday, July 25, 1987 and Sunday, July 26, 1987; and 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, State of 

Ca I i forn t a approves and consents to the proposed Torch Run and recommends approva I of and consents to the 

proposed restriction of State Highways upon terms and conditions deemed appropriate and necessary by the State 

of California, Department of Transportation and the County of Santa Clara. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED -Hiis Twenty-first Day of July, Nineteen Hundred and Eighty-Seven by unanimous vote. 

AYES: Supervisors: Wilson, Lofgren, Legan, Dirldon, McKenna 
NOES: Supervisors: None 

ABSENT: Supervisors: None 

Dianne McKenna, Chairperson 

Board of Supervisors 

ATTEST 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

RESOLUTION 

RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE USE OF RADAR BY THE 
HOLLISTER-GILROY AREA CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 

WHEREAS, the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors is aware of, 
and concerned about, serious traffic safety problems in the County; and 

•rH 

WHEREAS, excessive speed is a primary collision factor in the vast 
majority of traffic accidents in the County; and 
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WHEREAS, the California Highway Patrol has been unable effectively 
to control speeding violations through conventional enforcement methods, 
i.e., in-view patrol and pacing speeders with patrol vehicles; and 

WHEREAS, the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors believes that 
the use of radar is an effective tool for reducing speeding on roads in 
Santa Clara County and, thereby, accidents. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Santa" Clara County Board of 
Supervisors requests the California Highway Patrol to utilize radar speed 
enforcement on designated roadways with excessive speed violations and/or 
high accident frequencies throughout Santa Clara County. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Santa Clara County Board of 
Supervisors requests that this radar enforcement be implemented as soon 
as possible. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, State of California, this Tlfl 1 4 1987 day of , 
1987, by the following vote: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT; 

SUPERVISORS DIRIDON. L E G A N , LOF.GREN, M C K E N N A /W I L S O N 
SUPERVISORS NONE 
SUPERVISORS n o n e 

ATTEST: C u t 

Chairperson of said Board 
D 1 A N N E McKENNA 

Clerk of Said Board 

DONALD M. RAINS, CLERl? 
Deputy County Counsel 
Approved as to Form and Legality 



COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA * 
CALIFORNIA 
O F F I C E O F T H E B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

C o u n t y G o v e r n m e n t C e n t e r , E a s t W i n g 

7 0 W e s t H e d d l n g S t r e e t 

S a n J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 9 5 1 1 0 

( 4 0 8 ) 2 9 9 - 4 3 2 1 

M E M B E R S OF T H E B O A R D 

S u s a n n e W i l s o n , D i s t r i c t 1 

Z o e L o f g r e n , D i s t r i c t 2 

T h o m a s L . L e g a n , D i s t r i c t 3 

R o d D l r l d o n , D i s t r i c t 4 

D i a n n e M c K e n n a , D i s t r i c t 5 

July 17, 1987 

Chief of Administration 
California Highway Patrol 
2020 Junction Avenue 
San Jose, California 95131 

Dear Sir: 

SUBJECT: Radar Speed Enforcement on Designated Roadways, 
Gilroy-Hollister Area. 

Please be advised that the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara 
County at their Meeting of July 14, 1987 (Item No. 8), adopted a 
Resolution endorsing the use of radar speed enforcement on designated 
roadways in the Gilroy-Hollister area. The reason for this action is 
that excessive speed has been documented to be the cause of many of the 
accidents on south Santa Clara County State Highways and some County 
roads. It is understood that adopting such a Resolution is the first 
step in the process of acquiring radar. 

Enclosed please find a conformed copy of the cited Resolution. 

DMR:gvk 

Enclosure 

Supervisor Susanne Wilson 
Transportation Agency-Roads Operation 
Sheriff's Department-Admini strati on 

Very truly yours 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK 

Geraldine Kyle 
Deputy Clerk 



..COUNT* OF SANTA CLARA 
CALIFORNIA 
O F F I C E O F T H E B O A R D OF S U P E R V I S O R S M E M B E R S O F T H E B O A R D 

C o u n t y G o v e r n m e n t C e n t e r , E a s t W i n g 

7 0 W e s t H e d d i n g S t r e e t 

S a n J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 9 5 1 1 0 

( 4 0 8 ) 2 9 9 - 4 3 2 1 

Z o e L o f g r e n , D i s t r i c t 2 

T h o m a s L . L e g a n , D i s t r i c t 3 

R o d D i r i d o n , D i s t r i c t 4 

S u s a n n e W i l s o n , D i s t r i c t 

D l a n n e M c K e n n a , D i s t r i c t 5 

July 22, 1987 

Captain Jim Skidmore 
Gilroy-Hollister California Highway Patrol 
740 Renz Lane 
Gi1roy, California 95020 

Dear Captain Skidmore: 

SUBJECT: Radar Speed Enforcement on Designated Roadways, 
Gilroy-Hol1ister Area. 

Please be advised that the Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara 
County at their Meeting of July 14, 1987 (Item No. 8), adopted a 
Resolution endorsing the use of radar speed enforcement on designated 
roadways in the Gi1roy-Hol1ister area. The reason for this action is 
that excessive speed has been documented to be the cause of many of the 
accidents on south Santa Clara County State Highways and some County 
roads. It is understood that adopting such a Resolution is the first 
step in the process of acquiring radar. 

Enclosed please find a conformed copy of the cited Resolution 

Very truly yours 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK 

Geraldine Kyle 
Deputy Clerk 

DMRrgvk 

Enclosure 

cc: Supervisor Susanne Wilson 
Transportation Agency-Roads Operation 
Sheriff1s Department-Admini strati on 



BEF^fe TOE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

RESOLUTION 

RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE USE OF RADAR BY TOE 
HOLLISTER-GILROY AREA CALIFORNIA HIGiWAY PATROL IN SANTA CLARA COUNTY 

WHEREAS, the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors is aware of, 
and concerned about, serious traffic safety problems in the County; and 

WHEREAS, excessive speed is a primary collision factor in the vast 
majority of traffic accidents in the County; and 

WHEREAS, the California Highway Patrol has been unable effectively 
to control speeding violations through conventional enforcement methods, 
i.e., in-view patrol and pacing speeders with patrol vehicles; and 

WHEREAS, the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors believes that 
the use of radar is an effective tool for reducing speeding on roads in 
Santa Clara County and, thereby, accidents. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Santa" Clara County Board of 
Supervisors requests the California Highway Patrol to utilize radar speed 
enforcement on designated roadways with excessive speed violations and/or 
high accident frequencies throughout Santa Clara County. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Santa Clara County Board of 
Supervisors requests that this radar enforcement be implemented as soon 
as possible. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, State of California, this "JUL 1 4 198? day of , 
1987, by the following vote: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: 

SUPERVISORS piRIDQN. LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENN A,WILSON 
SUPERVISORS W O N E 
SUPERVISORSflQNg 

ATTEST: 
Clerk of Said Board 

DONALD M. RAINS, CLERK" 

Chairperson of said Board 

DIANNE McKENNA 

DfcDUtv C xi^puty County Counsel 
Approved as to Form and Legality 
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CLERK OF THE BOARD SUPERVISOR SUSANNE WILSON 

S U B J E C T 

RESOLUTION REQUESTING RADAR - 7 /1^/87 Board Meet ing 
D A T E 

7/6/87 

(d 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors adopt a resolution 
requesting that the Gilroy-Hollister Area California Highway Patrol 
utilize radar speed enforcement on designated roadways. 

w BACKGROUND: 
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Excessive speed has been documented to be the cause of many of the 
accidents on south Santa Clara County State Highways and some county 
roads. The Gilroy-Hollister Area California Highway Patrol has expressed 
interest in using radar on the roadways that qualify for such use. The 
first step in the process to acquire radar is a resolution from the local 
jurisdiction endorsing the use of radar by the California Highway Patrol. 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: 

$16,000 is currently budgeted in the Santa Clara County Roads 
Operations Budget for radar in South County. 

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVI; 
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY JIM 1 4 1 
D O N A L ^ M . RAJN£, C le rkp j the Board 
9y_ 

W 
rk of the E 

A 
J Deputy Clerk 

R E O R D E R C O D E NO. 963077 
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memorandum w 

TO F n y i n s Ferez F R O M Dianne McKenna, Chair 

wm ; Asst. Clerk of the Board Board of Supervisors 
S U B J E C T D A T E 

Peace Run 5/12/87 

Please place the following resolution on the Board of Supervisor's 
agenda for Tuesday, May 19, 1987 as a consent item. Please 
prepare and mail as soon as possible to Mr. Robert Cashion, P.E., 
CalTrans Office of Permits, P.O. Box 27310, San Francisco, 
California 94120. Thank you. 

WHEREAS, The Sri Chinmoy Marathon Team Inc. proposes to conduct a 
orch Relay Peace Run; and 

WHEREAS, The Peace Run may, on Saturday, June 20, 1987, 
temporarily impede and restrict the free passage of traffic over 
State Highway Route 101 (Business) from Gilroy to Coyote, and 
Route 82 from Coyote to the San Mateo County Line, during the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors of the 
County of Santa Clara, State of California approves and consents 
to the proposed Peace Run and recommends approval of and consents 
to the proposed restriction of State Highway Route 101 (Business) 
and Route 82 upon terms and conditions deemed appropriate and 
necessary by the State of California, Department of Transportation 
and the County of Santa Clara. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED, etc. 

rz 

attachments 

R E O R D E R C O D E NO. 963077 
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA. STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

WHEREAS, the Sri Chinmoy Marathon Team Inc. proposes to conduct a Torch Relay Peace Run; and 

WHEREAS, the Peace Run may, on Saturday, June 20, 1987, temporarily impede and restrict the free passage 

^ of traffic over State Highway Route 101 (Business) from Gilroy to Coyote, and Route 82 from Coyote to the San 

0 Mateo County Line, during the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.; 

J NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, State of 
\ California approves and consents to the proposed P&ace Run and recommends approval of and consents to the 
cn proposed restriction of State Highway Route 101 (Business) and Route 82 upon terms and conditions deemed 
^appropriate and necessary by the State of California, Department of Transportation and the County of Santa 

Clara. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this Nineteenth Day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Eighty-Seven by unanimous vote. 

YES: Supervisors: Wilson, Lofgren, Legan, Diridon, McKenna 

0 NOES: Supervisors: None 
™ ABSENT: Supervisors: None 

l^) I OsMsH t . (\k . klMM 
Dianne McKenna, Chairperson 

Board of Supervisors 

Donald M. Rains 

rk, Board of 
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County of Santa Clarafc APR I 4 196? 
Transportation Agency 

1555 Berger Drive 
San Jose. California 95112 

California 

MEMORANDUM 

To: 

4 
Mary Kate Franci 
Supervisor McKenna's Office 

Prom: Alan V. Jones 
Mgr., Roads Engineering 

Subject: PEACE RIM 

Date: April 22, 1987 

Attached for your use is a copy of a modified resolution approving the 
Peace Run on June 20, 1967- The terms and conditions imposed by the County 
would be similar to those imposed by the state. They will be required to 
obtain an Encroachment Permit. This permit will be issued at no cost. In 
addition, they will be required to provide liability insurance to protect the 
County in the amount of $1,000,000 and traffic control as needed. 

If you or your staff has any further questions, please call. 

AV J: db 
Enclosure 
cc: WLK 

ALD 

e> 
An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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"SarfEa Clara County 
County Administration Building 
70 West Hedding St. 
San Jose, CA 95110 

Dear Mr. Diridon: 

The Peace Run is an around-the-world torch relay intended to help 
break down some of the barriers to international understanding 
and peace. It is non-political and non-commercial in nature, no 
funds are being raised, and there is no charge for participation. 
The runners and their support vehicles will be passing through 
your county during the coming month of June and we need your help 
coordinating this event with CalTrans. 

As you will see from the enclosed brochure and other materials, 
this event, has already been endorsed by many international 
organizations, public officials and celebrities. Many notable 
Californians such as Senator Alan Cranston, Dennis Connors 
(America's Cup Skipper, San Diego Yacht Club), Olympic Champion 
Carl Lewis (Santa Monica Track Club) as well as numerous State 
Senators and Representitives have offered their support and 
participation. 

The Peace Run will be receiving considerable media exposure 
including a PBS television special May 14th, and extensive 
Network coverage on the "Today Show" and "Good Morning America." 

Because various Road Runner clubs, corporations, schools, and 
civic groups have indicated that they want to participate in the 
Peace Run along certain portions of the route, the numbers of 
runners, support vehicles, and spectators could vary from only a 
couple (in remote areas) to fairly large crowds in some of the 
more populated regions. If large numbers of people do turn out 
along certain portions of the route, the Torch Bearer and Escorts 
might very briefly impact on traffic safety and control as they 
pass. We do not expect this to happen in most places, but as a 
contingency we are working closely with CalTrans, CHP, and of 
course all local jurisdictions to ensure a smooth and safe 
passage of the Peace Run through all localities. 

-More-

HeadquarU-: - Centra! Re^nm: WVsU'rr: Rt'fcinn: Washington Liaison Oi'fitc 



Peace Run/ March 27, 1987 Page 2 of 2 

We will be using both State Highways and local roads as the Peace 
Torch is passed runner to runner up through California. Where we 
use local roads, we will be coordinating with the appropriate 
local police jurisdictions. However, where we will be using State 
Highways, CalTrans needs your written assurance that you have no 
objection to their use for this event within your County. This 
can be done either of two ways. If possible, CalTrans would like 
a Resolution passed approving this special event. If that can not 
be done before May 15th, they would like at least a letter from 
you or another appropriate official, approving this special 
event. 

Suggested draft copy for either approach is attached. Kindly send 
the letter (or resolution) directly to the CalTrans Permit 
Engineer who is coordinating this event: 

Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. If I can be 
of any further assistance, or you need any additional 
information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

I can usually be reached at 408-371-6401. My MCI electronic mail 
number is: 312-5195. TELEX: 6503125195. If you can't reach me 
right away and need more information, please call the 
International Peace Run Headquarters at 1-800-722-8252. 

Mr. Robert Cashion, P.E. 
CalTrans Office of Permits 
P.O. Box 27310 
San Francisco, CA 94120 

Sincerely, 

Western U.S. Regional Coordinator 

CC: Lt. Schock/CHP 
R. Cashion/CalTrans 

Encl. 
DS: ma 



The Peace Run: What Is It All About? 
There's a new spirit in the Eighties: a spirit of car-

ing, a spirit of grassroots solidarity, and a spirit 
of worldwide cooperation. It's the spirit of peace. 

In the past few years, the phenomenal suc-
cesses of We Are The World, Live Aid. and Hands 
Across America have proven beyond a doubt 
that we — as a nation, as a people, and as a world 
— want and need peace and world solidarity. For 
this reason we're incredibly excited about the up-
coming Sri Chinmoy Oneness-Home Peace Run. 

To begin with, just looking at The Peace Run on 
the level of history's 
longest relay, we have 
some staggering statis-
tics. For example, this 
monumental event will 
cover some 27,000 miles 
of ultra-distance running 
in 55 countries, a dis-
tance in excess of the 
earth's circumference. 
This is roughly equival-
ent to 47.520.000 paces 
and will take about 4500 
hours of total running. 

There will be more 
than 20.000 times when 
the torch is'passed from 
runner to runner, and we 
expect thousands upon thousands of participants 
to join our core team of runners as they carry the 
message of peace to the four corners of the 
globe. 

But staging history's longest relay isn't the point. 
The point is involving the world — one person at a 
time — in the process of world peace. That's why 
this relay is so important. The Peace Run will offer 
millions of people around the world an opportunity 
to participate in world peace on an unprecedent-
ed scale. 

Peace Run spokesperson Clarence Clemons 
with AFS exchange students from Spain and Germany 

nent figures. Nobel Peace Prize winner Desmond 
Tutu, Olympic gold medalist Car! Lewis, renowned 
concert pianist Andre Watts, pop musicians Clar-
ence Clemons. Jon Anderson, and Grammy 
Award winner Narada Michael Walden — to name 
just a few — will help The Run in various capacities, 
from carrying the torch to recording PSA's for radio 
and TV. 

We are also working in cooperation with AFS In-
tercultural Exchange programs, for 40 years the 
leading cultural exchange organization world-
wide. Some 50,000 AFS exchange students and as-

sociated families from 
around the globe will 
carry the torch in their 
quest for peace. The 
eagerness of these 
youngsters to partici-
pate in The Peace Run 
gives us hope for esta-
blishing peace in the 
generations to come. 

Many of these stu-
dents will share their 
views on peace on a 
nat ional ly televised 
special entitled, The 
Peace Run, airing May 
14 at 2:00 pm ET on PBS. 

We need you to help. By inspiring people 
around the globe to carry the torch and express 
their own aspirations for peace, your support and 
participation will make The Peace Run an event 
that touches every heart and fulfills a universal 
dream for peace. 

You can make a difference. We hope that you 
will join those who have already decided that this 
historic event — and their participation in it — can 
make a difference for world peace. 

What makes this big event so unique in an era 
of big events is this: The Peace Run asks for no 
money from its participants. Participption is the 
only fee-r Participation and willingness; a willingness 
to step outside the confines of political boundaries 
and move into a broader consciousness of world 
community. 

We are indeed fortunate to already have the 
participation of a variety of celebrities and promi-

For information on how to join The Peace Run, 
call or write: 

The Peace Run Hotline 
1-800-722-8252 
1-718-523-9292 in NY & AK 

Peace Run 
144-03 85th Ave. 
Jamaica, NY 01432 



S T A N D I N G C O M M I T T E E S , 
S T A T E C A P I T O L 

R O O M 4 0 3 2 
S A C R A M E N T O , C A 9 5 8 1 4 

, 9 ) 6 ) 4 4 5 - 3 1 0 4 

P U B L I C E M P L O Y M E N T 

A N D R E T I R E M E N T C H * I R 

1 0 0 P A S E O D E S A N A N T O N I O 
S U I T E 211 

S A N J O S E . C A 9 5 1 1 3 
( 4 O 0 ! 2 7 7 1 4 7 0 

6 0 1 1 S T H S T S U I T E E 
M O D E S T O . C A 9 5 3 5 4 

( 2 0 9 * 5 7 6 - 6 2 3 1 

S e n a t e 

A G R I C U L T U R E V I C E - C H A I R 

C H t m or S U B C O M M I T T E E O N 

A G R I C U L T U R A L DRAINAGE P R A C T I C E S 

H E A L T H A N D H U M A N SERVICES 

CHAIR O f S U B C O M M I T T E E O N 

M E N T A L H E A L T H D E V E L O P M E N T A L 

D I S A B I L I T I E S A N D G E N E T I C D I S E A S E S 

B U S I N E S S A N D P R O F E S S I O N S 

C O N S T I T U T I O N A L A M E N D M E N T S 

N A T U R A L R E S O U R C E S AND WILDLIFE 

(ttalifornia ffiegislature ' S E L E C T C O M M I T T E E S . 

C I T I Z E N P A R T I C I P A T I O N I N 

G O V E R N M E N T C H A I R 

M A R I T I M E I N D U S T R R 

M O B I L E H O M E S 

S M A L L B U S I N E S S E N T E R P R I S E S 

D A N M c C O R Q U O D A L E 
SENATOR 

TWELFTH DISTRICT 

March 11, 1987 J O I N T C O M M I T T E E S 
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P U B L I C P E N S I O N F U N C I N V E S T M E N T S 

David Serlin, Western Coordinator 
Sri Chinmoy Oneness-Home Peace Run 
951 West Dana Street 
Mountain View, CA 94041 

Dear M r . Ser1 in : 

I am p l e a s e d to s u p p o r t the e f f o r t s of the Sri C h i n m o y O n e n e s s -
Home Peace Run. 

The symbolic message of the Peace Run w i l l serve to remind us 
that world peace can only be achieved through the continuous and 
cooperative efforts of all people . . . and a l l nations, 

Pleasp accept my best wishes for a successful e v e n t . 

C a r d i a l A y f 

Dan be Corquodale 
Senator, 12th District 

DM/pc 



WHAT THEY SAY ABOUT 
THE PEACE RUN 

"I am happy to support your Peace Run for justicc, ponce and reconciliation. The world must know that 
God wants us to live amicably as brothers and sisters, members of one family, the human family, God's 
family." 

- Archbishop Desmond Tutu 
Winner, Nobel Peace Prize 

"I am happy to support the Sri Chinmoy Oneness-Home Peace Run. Sri Chinmoy is a New Yorker intent 
on the noblest of causcs, world peace. It is my pleasure to endorse his efforts." 

- Daniel Patrick Moynihan 
U.S. Senate 

"The Peace Run will do much to inspire the hearts and stimulate the minds of those who support, 
participate in, witness or hear about the event. I will be honored to play a significant role in the Peace 
Run as spokesperson and torch carrier. When the relay begins at the Statue of Liberty on April 27 and 
along the relay route, 1 will be there to help encourage wide public participation and to inspire the 
thousands who will share in this great adventure." 

- Carl Lewis 
World Record Holder 

Olympic Champion 

"I could think of no better way to demonstrate the determination and fortitude it will take to continue 
our struggle for world peace than a continuous torch relay uniting some forty nations and all 50 of the 
United States. Your plan to involve thousands of Americans will evoke the great Olympic spirit that 
brought America together in 1984 in such a marvelous way." 

- Gary L. Ackerman 
U.S. House of Representatives 

'The Sri Chinmoy Oneness-Home Peace Run is a wonderful idea and a great effort toward symbolizing 
the potential of world peace. I realize the time, effort and dedication it takes from many thousands of 
people to make an event like this successful. My highest commendation to all of you. I'm certain I join 
millions of Americans in thanking the organizers and participants who will take the Peace Run from a 
possibility to a reality." 

- Bob Packwood 
U.S. Senate 

70212-111 



County of Santa Clar^ 
California 

Transportation Agency 
1555 Berger Orive 

Sen Jos*. California 95112 

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

Prepared by Wolthausen Page 1 of _2 S.O . J 
Reviewed by Cardwell 

Submitted by Bruce n 

June 

DATE: 

2, 1986 

APPROVED: DIRECTOIl-jplV KO&DS 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: Agenda Oate Item No. 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date June 17, 1985 Item No. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date Item No. 

FROM SCOTTY BRUCE, Deputy Director, Transportation Development 
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SUBJECT: INVITATION FOR CONSIDERATION OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING 
SERVICES FOR REPLACEMENT/MODIFICATION OF COUNTY BRIDGES 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: . 

It is recommended that the Board of Supervisors approve an 
Invitation for Consideration of professional services for replacement 
and modification of two (2) bridge structures on the County Road System 
and authorize the Transportation Agency to solicit Request for 
Proposals (RFP). 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The total cost of the services to be performed is estimated to be 
$60,000. About 75 percent is reimbursable by the Federal Emergency 
Management Administration•(FEMA). The remainder is eligible for 
partial reimbursement under Assembly Bill 2536 related to storm damage 
costs not covered by other Federal subventions. Sufficient funds are 
available in the Road Fund, account 0023/^002/2899 (Storm Damage) in FY 86-7 

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION: 

The purpose of this recommendation is to provide plans, technical 
specifications, cost estimates and related engineering for the 
replacement and modification of two (2) bridge structures on the County 
Road System which were severely damaged during the winter storms. 

BY THE 8 0 A R D OF SUPERVISORS 
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY 

Donald 51 Pauis. CloiK of the Board 

By. 

^ i m M v w An Equal Opportunity Employer oate 
JUN V I 1 

ORIGINAL JUN 1 7 1986J 



DATE: June 2, 1986 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: J U N E 1 7 ' 1 9 8 6 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 
INVITATION FOR CONSIDERATION OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING 

SUBJECT: SERVICES FOR REPLACEMENT/MODIFICATION OF COUNTY BRIDGES 

BACKGROUND: 

During the February-March 1936 storms two (2) County bridges were 
severely damaged: 

1. Llagas Creek Bridge 37C-566 at Rucker Avenue 

2. Los Gatos Creek 'Bridge 37C-584 at Wright Station Road 

The superstructure and center pier of Llagas Creek Bridge were 
removed under an emergency contract to prevent obstruction and 
subsequent flooding of the creek. Rucker Avenue is presently closed at 
the creek and traffic has been detoured on adjacent roads. 

The end span and abutment of the Los Gatos Creek Bridge were also 
severely damaged during the storm and have been temporarily supported 
and load tested by County maintenance forces. The bridge is presently 
posted for a 10 ton load limit. 

On May 9, 1986 these bridges, were inspected by Federal Emergency 
Management Administration (FEMA) representatives who determined that 
the structures were eligible to receive emergency funds for replacement 
and modification. 

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The plans, specifications and estimates CPSE) would have to be 
prepared in house. This would increase the workload of existing staff 
resulting in schedule delays on other projects. 

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL: 

* Staff will prepare an Invitation for Consideration and Solicit a 
request for proposals for consulting services for replacement and 
modification'of the two (2) County bridges. 

{ 
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INVITATION FOR CONSIDERATION OF PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING SERVICES FOR 
THE REPLACEMENT AND MODIFICATION OF TWO (2) BRIDGE STRUCTURES 

ON THE COUNTY ROAD SYSTEM 

GENERAL: 

The Santa Clara County Transportation Agency desires to engage a 
professional consulting firm for the services more specifically described in 
the attached project scope. 

In general, the Consultant will be expected to provide complete, 
professional, high-quality services and products; to consult County 
Transportation Agency personnel and others who are involved with the project; 
and to provide advice and assistance in accomplishing the work. 

CONSULTANT MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS: 

1. The Consultant will have a minimum of 5 years experience in the field 
of Bridge Engineering. 

2. The Consultant shall have sufficient experienced staff possessing 
comprehensive knowledge of Bridge Engineering, who will be assigned to manage 
tasks and to coordinate their work with the Transportation Agency staff and 
other involved Agencies. 

3. The Consultant shall possess knowledge of regulations and codes and 
shall be familiar with local conditions relating to highway and bridge design 
in Santa Clara County. 

When a project requires multiple disciplines the Consultant is required 
to list the individuals who will be assigned to the project and total person-
hours; and degree of commitment. (The individuals assigned to the project will 
be an important factor considered by the selection committee). 

5. The Consultant shall comply with federal, state and local regulations 
concerning equal employment opportunity requirements and take affirmative 
action to ensure equal employment opportunity as required. 

DISADVANTAGED AND WOMEN OWNED BUSINESS: 

The Policy on Utilization of Disadvantaged/Women Business Enterprises 
(D/WBE, formerly MBE) adopted by the Board of Supervisors on October 16, 1978, 
requires that D/MBE be provided the maximum practicable opportunity to compete 
for all contracts for consulting, construction services and purchase of 
supplies and equipment issued by the County/District. This policy is 
applicable to all projects. Federal definitions will apply. 

In keeping with this Policy, a minimum of 8% of the dollar value of 
the contract is expected to be accomplished by D/WBE. All firms must be 
certified by the Santa Clara County Transportation Agency Affirmative Action 
section prior to credit being given towards the goal. 

ORIGINAL JUN 17 1988 
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Definitions: 

1. Qualified D/WBE. A small.business concern which is owned and 
controlled by one or more socially disadvantaged persons, as defined by 
49CFR23, Subpart D; or a small business concern owned and controlled by a 
woman, as defined by 49CFR23. 

2. Small Business Concern. An enterprise which is independently owned and 
operated and which is not dominant in its field of operation and which further 
meets the criteria established by the Small Business Administration as set 
forth in Section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 USCA 3632) and the 
implementing regulations (13 CFR 121). 

3. Socially Disadvantaged Individuals. Those who have been subjected to 
racial or ethnic prejudice or cultural bias because of their identity as a 
member of a group without regard to their individual qualities. 

4. Economically Disadvantaged Individuals. Those socially disadvantaged 
individuals whose ability to compete in the free enterprise system has been 
impaired due to diminished capital and credit opportunities as compared to 
others in the same business area who are not socially disadvantaged. In 
determining the degree of diminished credit and capital opportunities, the 
Agency shall consider, among other factors, the assets and net worth of such 
socially disadvantaged individuals. 

5. Owned and Controlled. A small business concern whose management and 
daily business operations are controlled by disadvantaged persons or women and 
which is: 

a. Sole proprietorship legitimately owned by an individual who is a 
disadvantaged person or woman; 

b. Partnership or joint venture in which at least 51% of the beneficial 
ownership interest legitimately is held by disadvantaged persons or 
women; or 

c. Corporation or other entity, including a publicly owned business 
in which at least 51% of the beneficial ownership interest (i.e. 
stock) legitimately are held and owned by disadvantaged persons 
or women. 

6. Groups Defined as Socially/Economically Disadvantaged: 

a. "Black American," which includes persons having origins in any of 
the Black racial groups of Africa; 

b. "Hispanic Americans," which includes persons of Mexican, Puerto 
Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or other Spanish culture 
or origin, regardless of race; 

c. "Native American," which includes persons whose origins are from 
India, Pakistan, and Bangladesh. 

Any problems encountered in contracting certified disadvantaged or women-owned 
firms should be brought to the attention of the Transportation Agency 
Affirmative Action Officer, (408) 299-2884. 
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METHOD OF SELECTION 

A. The method of selection will be in accordance with the policy statement 
approved by the Board of Supervisors on June 17, 1975, as amended on July 8, 
1980. Copies are available at the Office of the Director of the Transportation 
Agency. 

B. In general, the County's policy requires the County Executive and the 
Director of the Transportation Agency to appoint a review board of qualified, 
professional people to interview those consulting firms which, in the opinion 
of the review board, appear to have the desirable qualifications. Professional 
societies are asked to cooperate in furnishing unbiased qualified personnel for 
supplementing the review board. Where the fee is in the $10,000 to $50,000 
range, qualified staff personnel may be members of the review board. 

C. The names of review board members are not revealed prior to the interviews. 
The individual or composite rating by board members will not be revealed. 

D. Usually, members of the review board review the submittals and meet, as^ 
necessary, to determine those candidates to be invited for oral interview. 45 
minutes will be allowed for the oral interview, questions and answers. 

E. Negotiations of the contract, the detailed scope of work and the fee are 
not within the purview of the review board. 

F. When the review board has completed is work, applicants are advised of the 
number one selection of the review board. After the interviews have been 
completed, should an applicant desire, an interview will be arranged with staff 
of the Transportation Agency to answer questions concerning the applicant's 
presentation to the review board. 

G. Once the number one selection is known, a contract is negotiated for the 
extent of services to be rendered and for the method of compensation. If 
agreement is not reached, negotiations then are opened with the second choice 
of the review board. When agreement is reached with the Consultant and 
submitted to the Santa Clara County Board for approval and execution. 
Generally, negotiations which do not produce agreement within 15 days after 
commencement are terminated unless extended by mutual agreement. 

INFORMATION TO BE SUBMITTED 

Offers should be typed; should be as brief as possible, and should not include 
any unnecessary promotional material. 

For ease of handling, it is requested that standard 8-1/2" X 11" paper be used 
with the simplest possible melthod of fastening (except that paper clips shall 
not be used), considering the size of the proposal. 

Persons or firms wishing to respond to this invitation must supply the minimum 
number of copies set forth in the transmittal letter by the date and time 
requested. The nature and form of response is at the discretion of those 
responding but shall include the minimum information next listed. Additional 
information submitted after the formal closing date and time will not be 
considered. 



PROPOSAL FORMAT 

To facilitate comparisons during evaluation, the following information shall be 
listed in the order shown and shall appear at the front of all proposals 
submitted: 

1. Date. 
2. Legal name of firm. 
3. Year the firm was established. 

Firm address. 
5. Telephone number. 
6. Type of service your firm is particularly qualified to perform. 

Generally describe the scope of services provided by your firm 
without the use of outside consultants. 

7. Names of principals, their professional qualifications and 
registration nunbers with number of years as such applicable to 
this project. 

8. Names of associates, their professional qualifications and 
registration numbers with number of years as such applicable to 
this project. 

9. Names of key personnel for both the prime consultant and 
subconsultants, their professional qualifications, registration 
numbers, experience and training applicable to this project. 

10. Type of organization of firm (partnership, corporation, etc.), 
its current size and how the size has varied the last five years. 

11. Names, addresses, telephone numbers and background qualifications 
of subconsultants proposed to be used. 

12. Describe the scope of services usually provided by the 
subconsultants. 

13. Representative listing of projects completed in the past five 
years for the prime consultant. Indicate specific relationship 
if other than principal firm. Indicate construction costs for 
each project. Give a brief statement of the adherence to the 
schedule, budget and construction estimate for each project. 

1*1. Representative listing of projects completed in the past five 
years by the subconsultants. 

15. A rough estimate, by name of individual, of the amount of time 
that will be devoted to the project for all key senior staff of 
both prime consultant and all subconsultants. 

16. Listing of any awards or honors given to the individuals in the 
firm or to projects done by the firm. 

17. Names of the Principal, and the Resident Project Manager in 
charge of the project and the County1s contact throughout the 
project. 

18. Other information that might aid the review board in ascertaining 
your qualifications. 

19. Name, address and phone number of the person to whom 
correspondence would be directed. 

20. Listing of any lawsuit, litigation and/or result of the suit 
which has followed the completion of any job undertaken by the 
firm, and by its subconsultants which is still pending or has 
occurred on projects of a similar nature within the past 5 years. 
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PROPOSAL 

1. General Qualifications - This section should include a brief 
summary of the consultants and subconsultants overall 
organization, areas of practice, stability and quality assurance 
program. 

2. Project Qualifications - a brief description of the consultants 
qualifications for the project and previous experience on similar 
or related engagements. Descriptions of pertinent experiences 
should include a summary of work performed, the period over which 
the work was completed, and the name and phone number of a client 
to be contacted as a reference. 

3. Project Understanding - A demonstration of the consultant's 
understanding of the proposed project. 

4. Technical Approach - A description of the consultant's technical 
work plan for the project. This description should include: 

- A brief narrative of the technical approach to be 
followed. 

- A detailed work program outlining the proposed work steps 
for each of the major project tasks discussed in the Scope 
of Work section. 

- When a project has multiple disciplines prepare an 
estimate of consultant staff person-days for each of the 
major tasks and all other proposed tasks. 

- A time schedule indicating start and completion dates for 
each of the major project tasks. The schedule should 
emphasize the steps the consultant intends to take to 
complete according to the required schedule. 

BACKGROUND/DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

The exisitng bridges to be replaced and modified are briefly described as 
follows: 

Llagas Creek Bridge 37C-566 

Rucker Avenue 

The existing bridge consisted of a two-span reinforced concrete through 
girder bridge about 106 feet long by 20 feet wide. The bridge was destroyed 
during the February - March 1986 storms. The superstructure and center pier 
were removed to prevent obstruction of the creek. Rucker Avenue is presently 
closed at the crossing. Attached is a map showing the location of the bridge. 
The proposed replacement to bridge is anticipated to include a 3 or 4 span 
reinforce concrete structure about 140 feet long by 34 feet wide'between 
concrete barrier railings. The current estimated construction cost is 
$450,000. A portion of the total cost of the project will be reimbursed by 
the Federal Emergency Management Administration (FEMA). 



• * 
Los Gatos Creek Bridge 37C-58d 

Wright Station Road 

The existing bridge consists of a 4 span reinforced concrete girder (2) 
structure abnout 128 feet long by 16 feet wide. The end span and abutment were 
severly damaged during the February-March 1986 storms. The abutment footing 
has been temporarily supported and load tested by County maintenance forces. 
Attached is a map showing the location of the bridge. The bridge is presently 
posted for a 10 ton load limit. The proposed modification is anticipated to 
include replacement of the end span and abutment. The current estimated 
construction cost is $200,000. 

SCOPE OF SERVICES AND TECHNICAL REQUIREMENTS 

1. Preparation of a complete set of plans, technical specifications and 
quantity/costs estimates. 

2. Preparation of a geotechnical report for each bridge. 

3. Preparation of a hydraulic report assessing the hydraulic requirements 
of the Llagas Creek bridge at Rusker Avenue. 

4. No additional Right-of-Way acquisition is anticipated. A catagorical 
exempt environmetal assesssment has been approved for the project. 

5. Structure design will be based on current AASHTO Bridge Design 
Specifications. Load Factor Design Method and Criteria shall be used. 

6. Plans will be prepared according to SCCTA Standard Plan Format and 
using Caltrans current Standard Plans. 

7. Technical specifications will be prepared based on current 
SCCTA/Caltrans Standard Specifications and where applicable, the 
Standard Special Provisions. Caltrans Test Method are to be 
specified. 

8. All reports, plans, specifications, and estimates are to be submitted 
to SCCTA for review. The plan review and approval process shall be as 
follows: 

The Consultant shall prepare a General Plan for each 
location for reviews and approval. The Consultant shall 
allow one month for the review. Upon approval of the 
General Plans, design work may commence. When the plans are 
90% complete, the Consultant shall submit 4 sets of 
plans, a complete set of draft technical specifications and 
estimate to SCCTA for review. Two months should be allowed 
for this review. Upon approval of the plans, specifications 
and estimates, the Consultant shall prepare and submit final 
reproducible, checked plans signed by a Civil Engineer 
registered in the State of California, specifications, and 
estimates. It is anticipated that final PS&E will be 
required to be completed and delivered to SCCTA by March 1, 
1987. 



9. The Consultant shall review all contract change orders required during 
construction and shop drawings submitted by the Contractor. 

10. The amount of material, information and services provided by SCCTA 
will be negotiated with the selected Consultant and is anticipated to 
include the following: 

o The Structure Section of Project Design will be assigned 
project coordination and" management responsibilities. 

o Site plans, aerial photography, topagraphy, road 
alignment, surveying, as-built plans, SCCTA Standard 
drawings vellom including title sheet. 

o Assemble and prepare final contract PS&E bid documents, 
advertise the project for construction, administer 
construction and obtain all permits. 

TENTATIVE PROJECT SCHEDULE 

Board of Supervisors Authorization for Proposal June 1986 

Interviews August 1986 

Start Engineering Services September 1986 

General Plan Submittal October 1986 

SCCTA Review/Approval November 1986 

90 Percent PS&E Submittal January 1987 

SCCTA Review/Approval February 1987 

Final PS&E Submittal March 1987 

Advertise for Construction May . 1987 

Award Contract June 1988 

Complete Construction January 1988 

JHW:SMC:es:wt 
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SUBJECT: REBATE PRESENTATION TO THE COUNTY FROM THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC 
COMPANY FOR PARTICIPATION IN THEIR ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVES 
PROGRAM 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Accept the rebate check from Mark Randazzo, Energy Management Engineer for 
Pacific Gas & Electric company as a result of the County's Participation in 
PG&E's Energy Management Incentives Program. 

FISCAL IMPLICATION; 

The Pacific Gas & Electric Company has an Energy Management Incentives 
Program that offers a $72 per lamp rebate for each street light converted to a 
sodium lamp for which the company provides power. The rebate check from PG&E 
to the County amounts to $67,896 and should be deposited in the County Road 
Fund. 
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REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION: 

The-.existing mercury vapor lighting fixtures on County roads are being 
replaced with sodium vapor lighting fixtures by County forces. All of the 
required fixtures have been acquired and are being installed in lieu of the 
normal routine relamping and preventative maintenance; and as a result, 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company has elected to provide the rebate at this time. 

'ACCEPTED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
OF SANTA CLARA COUNTY — 
DONALD M. RAINS, Clerk o>the Board 

Deputy Clerk 

1008 REV5/B4 An 
FEB 1 1 1986 
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DATE: January 30, 1986 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: February 11, 1986 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 

SUBJECT: REBATE PRESENTATION TO THE COUNTY FROM THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC 
COMPANY FOR PARTICIPATION IN THEIR ENERGY MANAGMENT INCENTIVES 
PROGRAM 

BACKGROUND: 

Staff has considered a conversion program of this nature for several 
years. Based on estimated savings of energy costs in converting from mercury 
vapor to high pressure sodium, and with the rebates offered through the 
Energy Management Incentives Program by PG&E, it was proposed that the County 
actively pursue the conversion program. On April 16, 1985, the Board of 
Supervisors approved a request to appropriate $260,000 from the Road Fund for 
the direct purchase of 1325 high pressure sodium lamps and fixtures for this 
purpose. 

An application has been filed by the County with FG&E for participation in 
the Energy Management Incentives Program. County Transportation Agency staff 
forwarded the approved Resolution and invoices for the required high sodium 
lamps and fixtures to PG&E. This material completed the documentation required 
for processing of the County application for rebate payment under the Energy-
Management Incentives Program. 

The County Lighting and Signal Systems Center is now in the process of doing 
routine relamping and preventative maintenance on all County highway lighting 
facilities. The high pressure sodium lamps and fixtures are being installed in 
conjunction with the routine maintenance program and is approximately 30$ 
complete at this time. 

The highway lighting conversion is the culmination of efforts by PG&E 
offering the Incentive Program, the Board of Supervisors agreeing to 
participate in the program and approving funding, County Purchasing obtaining 
the fixtures at an excellent price and delivery period, and the ISSC's efforts 
in installing the units at a rate equal to or greater than normal re-lamping. 
The conversion will result in on-going reduced costs to the Road Fund and 
reduced continuing energy delivery demands to PG&E. 

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL; 

The rebate check should be placed in the County Road Fund by the Controller 
to partially offset the original investment in the new lamps and fixtures* 

RMS:db ' - ' - ' 1 
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ACCOUNTS PAYABLE 
ACCOUNT 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST SAN FRANCISCO CA 94106 

NO. 
5 0 9 3 9 6 1 

L O 
CO 
e n 
C O 
C O 
(XI 

W E L L S F A R G O B A N K , N . A . 
4 6 4 C A L I F O R N I A S T R E E T 
S A N F R A N C I S C O , CA 9 4 1 6 3 

TO THE ORDER OF 

F F o U N T Y OF S A N T A C L A R A 
'GEN S V C S A G E N C Y 
1 555 3ER G £R DR 
B L D G 3 
S A N J O S E CA 9 5 1 1 2 

DATE D E C E M B E R 1 9 1 9 8 5 
1 1 - 2 4 
1210 

PAY 
$ * * * * * 6 7 , 8 9 6 . 0 0 
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" • 5 0 R ^ & l " 1 I 2 1 0 0 0 2 L. flu 0 0 0 i OVa&^ii' 

19 1 9 8 5 
PAYEE WILL DETACH AND KEEP THIS STATEMENT 

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY 
77 BEALE ST SAN FRANCISCO CA 94106 

VOUCHER NO. 
5 0 9 3 9 6 1 

VENDOR'S 
ACCT. NO. 

VENDOR'S 
INVOICE NO. DATE OF INV CASH DISC. AMOUNT PAID 

4 9 3 2 2 5 1211 4 6 2 5 4 6 12|11 6 7 , 8 9 6 . 0 0 
6 7 , 8 9 6 . 0 0 * 

61-6822 
(12-79) 
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RESOLUTION 
U t/>\ V ' 

OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA AND THE 
SANTA CLARA COUNTY TRANSIT DISTRICT 
BOARDS OF SUPERVISORS ASSURING THEIR 
COMMITMENT TO THE COMPLETION OF THE 
GUADALUPE CORRIDOR LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT 
PROJECT AS PLANNED WITHOUT DEGRADATION 
DUE TO ADJACENT HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS 

Whereas 

The Guadalupe Corridor Project is underway with an established configura-

tion approved by the Urban Mass Transportation Administration ("UMTA"), the 

Santa Clara County Transit District, the City of San Jose, the City 

of Santa Clara and the State of California ("CalTrans") which configuration 

has milestones scheduled for completion of construction and initiation of 

operations; and, 

Santa Clara County voters at the election held on November 6, 1984 have 

established the Santa Clara County Traffic Authority which is charged with the 

authority to design and implement the construction of certain designated 

highway facilities within this County which, in part, will be contiguous to and 

cross over the Guadalupe Corridor light rail facilities; and, 

Whereas 

MAR 1 I 1986 



Whereas; 

The Santa Clara County Transit District desires to maintain the Guadalupe 

Corridor Light Rail Transit Facility configuration and schedule of operation; 

and, 

Whereas; 

The development of the Guadalupe Corridor Light Rail Transit System is in 

part financed through grants of the Urban Mass Transportation Administration, 

which has expressed concern that the implementation of certain Santa Clara 

County Traffic Authority highway facilities could detrimentally impact the 

schedule for development and the character of operation of the Guadalupe 

Corridor Light Rail Transit System; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 

The County of Santa Clara and the Santa Clara County Transit District 

Boards of Supervisors assure that the Guadalupe Corridor light rail transit 

facilities and operations will be implemented without degradation of 

configuration or of performance; that the Santa Clara County Traffic Authority 

rtAutstefi. 

(a separate and independent legal entity) will be Qnjoinod to develop designs, 

procedures, and facilities under its control which, when implemented, will 

achieve the intent of this resolution; and, 



BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT: 

The Santa Clara County Transit District Board of Supervisors will provide 

the direction, monitoring, and appropriations necessary to insure the main-

tenance of the approved Guadalupe Corridor Light Rail facility configuration 

and established implementation schedules. 

Passed and adopted by the Boards of Supervisors of the County of Santa 

Clara, State of California and the Santa Clara County Transit District as of 

MAR 1 1 1986* by the following vote: 

Ayes: 
Naes: 

Absent: Supervisor '"i0d D i r i d o n 

By 
Chairperson, County Board of Supervisors 

SANTA CLARA COUNTY TRANSIT DISTRICT 

By 
Chairperson, Trahsft 
Supervisors 

of 

Approved as to Form and Legality: 

Deputy County Counsel 
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S U B J E C T : G U A D A L U P E C O R R I D O R F U L L F U N D I N G G R A N T A G R E E M E N T A M E N D M E N T 

A P P L I C A T I O N 

R E C O M M E N D E D A C T I O N : 

1 . It is r e c o m m e n d e d t h a t t h e S C C T D B o a r d o f S u p e r v i s o r s a p p r o v e t h e 
a t t a c h e d a p p l i c a t i o n l e t t e r f o r an a m e n d m e n t to t h e G u a d a l u p e 
C o r r i d o r L R T P r o j e c t F u l l F u n d i n g G r a n t ' A g r e e m e n t b e t w e e n U M T A a n d 
S C C T D w h i c h r e q u e s t s i n c l u s i o n in t h e s c o p e o f t h e F u l l F u n d i n g 
G r a n t A g r e e m e n t ( F F G A ) e l e m e n t s o f t h e S P U n d e r c r o s s i n g , t h r e e 
s o u t h l i n e g r a d e s e p a r a t i o n s , a n d t h e r e a l i g n m e n t to t h e 
A u z e r a i s / P r e v o s t a r e a o f t h e L R T t r a c k a g e a n d a u t h o r i z e the 
A s s i s t a n t E x e c u t i v e O f f i c e r to p r o v i d e a d d i t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i o n a s 
ne c es sa r y . 

2 . It is r e c o m m e n d e d t h a t t h e C o u n t y B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s a n d S C C T D 
B o a r d o f S u p e r v i s o r s a p p r o v e t h e a t t a c h e d r e s o l u t i o n t h a t a l l 
B o a r d o f S u p e r v i s o r s a c t i o n s , d i r e c t i o n s , a n d c o m m i t m e n t s 
n e c e s s a r y to a s s u r e t h a t a n y f u t u r e i m p l e m e n t a t i o n of M e a s u r e A 
f a c i l i t i e s w i l l n o t d e g r a d e t h e G u a d a l u p e C o r r i d o r L R T f a c i l i t i e s , 
p e r f o r m a n c e or s c h e d u l e . 

F I S C A L I M P L I C A T I O N S : 

T h e u n d e r c r o s s i n g p r o j e c t s a r e e s t i m a t e d at $ 1 2 . 2 5 m i l l i o n . 
A p p r o v a l of t h i s a m e n d m e n t b y U M T A w i l l a l l o w c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f t h e 
c o s t s o f t h i s p o r t i o n o f t h e p r o j e c t to b e e l i g i b l e f o r U M T A f u n d i n g . 
U M T A f u n d i n g w o u l d be a v a i l a b l e o n l y to t h e d e g r e e t h a t c o s t s a v i n g s 
a r e a v a i l a b l e f r o m the o t h e r l i g h t r a i l f a c i l i t i e s c o n s t r u c t i o n 
p r o j e c t s . T h e r e is no r e a s o n to b e l i e v e t h a t t h e r e w i l l be a d d i -
t i o n a l f u n d i n g a v a i l a b l e a b o v e a l r e a d y s e t g r a n t a m o u n t s . T h e b a l a n c e 
of t h e p r o j e c t w i l l be a l o c a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t y . 

£ ) 1908 REVS/84 i r a r t f i 
MAP 1 1 1986 
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DATE: March 4, 1986 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 11 March 1986 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 

SUBJECT: GUADALUPE CORRIDOR FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

R E A S O N S F O R R E C O M M E N D A T I O N : 

C o s t s f o r the e l e m e n t s n o w i n c l u d e d in the F F G A s c o p e a r e pro-
j e c t e d to be l e s s in a g g r e g a t e t h a n the p r e s e n t F F G A b u d g e t l i n e i t e m s 
f o r c o n s t r u c t i o n . P r e s e n t s c o p e d o e s n o t i n c l u d e the SP U n d e r c r o s s i n g , 
the t h r e e s o u t h l i n e g r a d e s e p a r a t i o n s or the A u z e r a i s / P r e v o s t r e a l i g n -
m e n t . 

D i s c u s s i o n s w i t h U M T A R e g i o n IX r e v e a l e d t h e r e q u i r e m e n t t h a t 
the a m e n d m e n t a p p l i c a t i o n m u s t i n c l u d e a s s u r a n c e b y the a p p l i c a b l e 
p o l i c y b o a r d s t h a t no d e g r a d a t i o n of t h e G u a d a l u p e C o r r i d o r f a c i l i t i e s , 
p e r f o r m a n c e , or s c h e d u l e w o u l d r e s u l t f r o m p o s s i b l e f u t u r e i m p l e m e n t a -
t i o n of M e a s u r e A d e s i g n s . 

B A C K G R O U N D : 

O n J u n e 2 2 , 1 9 8 4 , t h e S C C T D and U M T A e n t e r e d i n t o a F u l l F u n d i n g 
G r a n t A g r e e m e n t f o r the c o n s t r u c t i o n of the G u a d a l u p e C o r r i d o r L R T 
T r a n s i t M a l l P r o j e c t s . T h e i m p r o v e m e n t s d e s c r i b e d in the F F G A s c o p e a t 
t h a t t i m e r e f l e c t e d the n a t u r e of the u n d e r t a k i n g e n v i s i o n e d at the c o n 
e l u s i o n of the P r e l i m i n a r y E n g i n e e r i n g s t a g e f o r p r o j e c t d e v e l o p m e n t . 
D u r i n g the e n s u i n g t w e n t y m o n t h s , the p l a n n i n g and d e s i g n of the U n d e r -
t a k i n g h a s m a t u r e d to the e x t e n t t h a t it is n o w a p p r o p r i a t e to a m e n d 
the s c o p e d e s c r i p t i o n of the L R T e l e m e n t to i n c l u d e f e a t u r e s to be c o n -
s t r u c t e d w h i c h w e r e n o t o r i g i n a l l y e n c o m p a s s e d , a n d w h i c h w o u l d n o t be 
c u r r e n t l y e l i g i b l e f o r U M T A r e i m b u r s e m e n t . 

S p e c i f i c a l l y , the a m e n d m e n t a p p l i c a t i o n r e q u e s t s t h a t the U M T A 
P r o j e c t p o r t i o n of the L R T s c o p e be e x p a n d e d to i n c l u d e : 

A . T h e g r a d e s e p a r a t e d c r o s s i n g of the L R T l i n e at the B a s s e t t 
S t r e e t S o u t h e r n P a c i f i c R a i l r o a d i n t e r s e c t i o n ; 

B . T h e L R T p a r t i c i p a t i o n in the t h r e e a d d i t i o n a l e x p r e s s w a y 
g r a d e s e p a r a t i o n s at C a p i t o l E x p r e s s w a y , C h y n o w e t h A v e n u e , 

. and B l o s s o m H i l l R o a d ; a n d 

C . T h e c h a n g e in L R T a l i g n m e n t to s e r v e the S a n J o s e H i g h T e c h -
n o l o g y M u s e u m at P r e v o s t S t r e e t . 

® 1910 REV S/S4 
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DATE: March 4, 1986 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 11 March 1986 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 

SUBJECT: GUADALUPE CORRIDOR FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

BACKGROUND: (cont.) 

It is i n t e n d e d t h a t the a b o v e l i s t e d f e a t u r e s a r e to be c o n -
s t r u c t e d w i t h i n the a p p r o v e d U n d e r t a k i n g B u d g e t . No i n c r e a s e in 
F e d e r a l o b l i g a t i o n b e y o n d t h a t d e f i n e d in the e x i s t i n g F u l l F u n d i n g 
G r a n t A g r e e m e n t is r e q u e s t e d . F u r t h e r , t h e D i s t r i c t w o u l d be o b l i g a t e d 
to c o m p l e t e the i m p r o v e m e n t s d e f i n e d in the s c o p e , as a m e n d e d , and 
a g r e e t h a t c l a i m w i l l n o t be m a d e u n d e r F F G A S e c t i o n 8 . E x t r a o r d i n a r y -
c o s t s f o r a d d i t i o n a l U M T A a s s i s t a n c e e x c e p t to the e x t e n t t h a t l e g i t i -
m a t e e x t r a o r d i n a r y c o s t s e x c e e d t h e c o s t s o f the a b o v e a d d i t i o n s to the 
F F G A s c o p e . 

T h e a d d i t i o n a l i n c r e m e n t a l c o s t s o f t h e s e s c o p e c h a n g e s is e s t i -
m a t e d as f o l l o w s : 

T h e s e e s t i m a t e s and the c o s t s h a r i n g a r r a n g e m e n t w i t h C a l T r a n s f o r 
the e x p r e s s w a y e l e m e n t s a r e u n d e r r e v i e w . M o r e a u t h o r a t i v e e s t i m a t e s 
w i l l be a v a i l a b l e p r i o r to the M a r c h 11 a g e n d a d a t e . 

T h e S P R R g r a d e s e p a r a t i o n a n d t h r e e s o u t h l i n e g r a d e s e p a r a t i o n s 
are s c o p e c h a n g e s a l r e a d y e n d o r s e d b y the J o i n t P o w e r s B o a r d and 
T r a n s i t D i s t r i c t B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s . T h u s , the D i s t r i c t w i l l i n c u r 
the i n c r e m e n t a l a d d i t i o n a l c o s t w h e t h e r or n o t the F F G A is a m e n d e d . 

T h e P r e v o s t r e a l i g n m e n t w i l l n o t i n v o l v e a n y a d d i t i o n a l c o s t to 
the p r o j e c t , and w i l l l i k e l y r e s u l t in a c o s t r e d u c t i o n . 

I t e m I n c r e m e n t a l C o s t 

A . S P R R g r a d e s e p a r a t i o n 
B . T h r e e s o u t h l i n e g r a d e s e p a r a t i o n s 
C . P r e v o s t r e a l i g n m e n t 

$ 7,000,000 
5 , 2 5 3 , 0 0 0 

- 0 -

Total $1 2 , 253,000 

® 1910 REVS/84 
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DATE: March 4, 1986 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE: 11 March 1986 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE: 

SUBJECT: GUADALUPE CORRIDOR FULL FUNDING GRANT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

BACKGROUND: (cont.) 

T h e L R T p r o j e c t s c h e d u l e i n d i c a t e s c o n t r a c t a w a r d for the s e g m e n t 
c o n t a i n i n g the S P R R g r a d e s e p a r a t i o n , as a c r i t i c a l p a t h i t e m in e a r l y 
M a y 1 9 8 6 . In o r d e r f o r the i n c r e m e n t a l e x p e n s e for the g r a d e s e p a r a -
t i o n to be e l i g i b l e f o r U M T A r e i m b u r s e m e n t , the F F G A a m e n d m e n t m u s t be 
a p p r o v e d p r i o r to the a w a r d . U M T A s t a f f h a s i n d i c a t e d that the a m e n d -
m e n t r e q u e s t m u s t be p r o c e s s e d as s o o n a s p o s s i b l e in o r d e r to m e e t 
t h a t d a t e . 

U M T A r e q u i r e m e n t s f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n of t h e F F G A A m e n d m e n t a p p l i c a -
t i o n i n c l u d e a p o l i c y s t a t e m e n t b y t h e r e s p o n s i b l e b o a r d a s s u r i n g no 
d e g r a d a t i o n of the L R T f a c i l i t i e s , p e r f o r m a n c e , or s c h e d u l e w o u l d 
o c c u r , and d e t a i l e d d a t a on the i m p a c t s on c o s t , s c h e d u l e , e n v i r o n m e n t 
and p e r f o r m a n c e r e s u l t i n g f r o m a n y c h a n g e s to the F F G A p r o j e c t d e s c r i p -
t i o n . 

C O N S E Q U E N C E S OF N E G A T I V E A C T I O N : 

O p p o r t u n i t y to i n c l u d e e l e m e n t s in t h e F F G A s c o p e w h i c h a r e now 
c o n s i d e r e d t o t a l l o c a l c o s t r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s w o u l d be l o s t . 

S T E P S F O L L O W I N G A P P R O V A L : 

A m e n d m e n t A p p l i c a t i o n w i l l be s u b m i t t e d to U M T A w i t h a l l a p p r o p r i -

a t e and r e q u e s t e d d a t a . 

S a n t a C l a r a C o u n t y T r a f f i c A u t h o r i t y B o a r d a n d J o i n t P o w e r s B o a r d 
w i l l be r e q u e s t e d to take s i m i l a r a p p r o p r i a t e a c t i o n . 

c c: G . S m i t h 
K . D e w e l l 
R . G r a h a m 
C . Y e e 

L . M o n t i n i 
S . B r u c e 
R . T h a y e r 
D . B a c h m a n 

® 1910 REV S/84 
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MEMBERS OF TME BOARD 
S U S A N N E W I L S O N 

Z O E L O F G R E N 

T H O M A S L . L E G A N 

P O D D1RIOON 

D I A N N E Mc KEN N A 

BOARD OF S U P E R V I S O R S 
SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
TRANSIT D I S T R I C T 
COUNTY GOVERNMENT CENTER / EAST WING D O N A L D M. RAINS 
70 WEST HEDGING ST. / SAN J O S E , C A L I F O R N I A 9 5 M O / (<406) 2 9 9 - 2 3 2 3 c l e r k / b o a r o or s u p e r v i s o r s 

TELEPHONE<408t 299-4321 

February 26, 1986 

Ms. Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
UMTA Region IX 
211 Main Street, Room 1160 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Subject: GUADALUPE CORRIDOR PROJECT - FULL FUNDING GRANT 
AGREEMENT AMENDMENT PROPOSAL 

Dear Ma. Hynes-Cherin: 

The Full Funding Grant Agreement for the Santa Clara County 
Transit Agency Guadalupe Corridor Project and City of San Jose 
Transit Mall Project is requested to be amended by minor scope 
changes. Transit District Board ratification of this proposal 
occured March 11, 1986. 

It is requested that the UMTA Project portion of the Full Funding 
Grant Agreement Scope be revised to include: 

A. A grade separation structure at the Bassett Street 
light rail transit crossing with Southern Pacific Rail-
road; 

The light rail transit project share of the costs of 
grade separating the Guadalupe Corridor Expressway/LRT 
improvements at the Capitol Expressway, Chynoweth 
Avenue, and Blossom Hill Road intersections; and 

A change in LRT alignment to serve the San Jose High 
Technology Museum and Children's Discovery Center in 
the redevelopment area at Prevost Street. 

It is the Transit District's intention that these improvements be 
allowed under the FFGA within the approved grant budget. No 
increase in the amount of Federal financial obligation beyond 
that defined in the agreement in requested. Further, the 
District recognizes its obligation to complete the Undertaking, 
as amended. The SCCTD agrees that claim will not be made for 

B. 

C. 

ORIGINAL e f t 
MAR 1 1 '986 



Ms. Brigid Hynes-Cherin 
Page 2 
February 25, 1986 

additional UMTA assistance under Section 8 Extraordinary Cost3 
except to the extent that legitimate extraordinary costs exceed 
the combined value of the above additions. 

The grade separation improvements will provide significant 
operating and safety enhancements to the light rail system, and 
as a result increase the transit benefits to the residents of 
Santa Clara County. The Prevost realignment will allow the light 
rail system to service a major new attraction in San Jose, 
which is anticipated to increase ridership and is consistent with 
the spirit of the Undertaking. 

These additional features will help to guarantee the success of 
our mutual efforts and clearly should be incorporated within the 
official project scope. 

The Santa Clara County Transit Board of Supervisors assures that 
no degradation of the Guadalupe Corridor project configuration or 
operation will be permitted to accrue from other transportation 
projects in Santa Clara County wich are implemented simultaneous 
with or subsequent to the Guadalupe Corridor project. 

The Assistant Executive Officer of the Transit District is 
authorized to provide any additional information you may require 
to assist in your review of this request-

Very truly yours, 

Rod Diridon, Chairperson 
County Transit District 
Board of Supervisors 

RD:DPB:cs 



• • 
A RESOLUTION REGARDING THE CONVERSION OP COUNTY HIGHWAY SAFETY LIGHTING FROM 
MERCURY .VAPOR LAMPS T.0 HIGH PRESSUp SODIUM LAMPS, AND THE PARTICIPATION OF THE 
COUNTY IN THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVES 
PROGRAM 

WHEREAS, the California Utilities Commission had authorized funding for an 
Energy Management Incentive Program, and 

WHEREAS, Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E) has allocated budgeted funds 
for Energy Management Incentives including the upgrading of customer-owned 
street and highway lighting, and 

WHEREAS, conversion of safety lighting owned by the County of Santa Clara 
to more efficient lighting qualifies for the incentive program and will result 
in lower energy costs. 
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED that the County of Santa Clara 
directs its Road Commissioner to develop a project description, purchase 
necessary material, arrange for construction forces and apply for the PG&E 
Incentive Rebates. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, 
State of California, on OCT 8 1985 by the following roll 
call vote: 

Supervisors OiniDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MCKENNA, WILSON 
Supervisors n o n e P 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSENT: Supervisors 

ATTEST: DONALD M. RAINS, 
Board qf Supervi 

(JUL 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY: 

T. L. person of "the 
BJara a£ Supervisors 
Cnairperson, pro tempore? 

^Herbert L. Keaton, Deputy County Counsel 



County Government Center, East Wing 
70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 95110 
{408) 299-4321 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 

County of Santa Clara 
California October 16, 1985 

Susanne Wilson, District 1 
Zoe Lofgren, District 2 

Thomas L. Legan, District 3 
Rod Diridon, District 4 

Dtanne McKenna, District 5 

Pacific Gas and Electric 
77 Beale Street 
San Fraicisco, CA. 94106 

Attention: Joseph J. Speer 

Subject: Resolution regarding the conversion of County highway saf^-.y 
lighting from mercury vapor lamps to high pressure sodium 
lamps 

Enclosed you will find one fully executed copy/;c:©;pl<e:s 
of the subject :a;gr:e:emBnt>^^mtr;ap;t,/.l;e:a's;exbetween the 
County of Santa Clara and the party named above. The 
Board of Supervisors at its regularly scheduled meeting on 
October 8, 19 85 , approved this sgx jesmen^/;c;ontra;c 
;l:ea's:exon behalf of the County. 

The enclosed is for your records. 

Very truly yours 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
DONALD M. RAINS-,—CUER] 

Deputy Clerk 

D M R : sla 

Enclosures 

Q 8 6 0 8 R E V 1 2 / 8 4 An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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Trtnaportstlon Agtncy 
1555 Berger Drive 
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TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 
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D A T E :
 S e

P
t e t n b e r

 1985 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: Agenda Date. 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date, 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date 

O c t o b e r 1 , 1 9 8 5 

Item No 

Item No 

Item No 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

R. M. Shields, Transportation Agency 

A RESOLUTION REGARDING THE CONVERSION OF COUNTY HIGHWAY SAFETY 
LIGHTING FROM MERCURY VAPOR LAMPS TO HIGH SODIUM LAMPS, AND THE 
PARTICIPATION OF THE COUNTY IN THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVE PROGRAM 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 1 

Approve the Resolution regarding the conversion of County hi^iway safety 
lighting from mercury vapor lamps to higi pressure sodium lamps, and the 
participation of the County in the Pacific Gas & Electric Company Energy 
Management Incentives Program. 

FISCAL IMPLICATION: 

Funds have already been appropriated, in the amount of $260,000 from the 
Road Fund Balance, for the direct purchase of 1325 hi^i pressure sodium lamps 
and fixtures. Through the Energy Management Incentives Program, there will be 
a rebate from PG&E of $72 per lamp for each of the -units for which the company 
provides power. , The reduction in electrical energy costs by converting to high 
pressure sodium will be approximately $4 per lamp per month. The $260,000 
initial expenditure will be recovered in approximately 3 1/2 years with the 
reduced expenditure continuing. 

County staff will perform the work necessary for replacing the lamps and 
fixtures, as part of the routine relamping and preventive maintenance 
schedules. 

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION: 

The County has submitted its application to PG&E for the above-mentioned 
rebate. PG&E has requested the attached Resolution as a condition for 
completing the processing of the application for payment. 
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DATE: S e p t e m b e r 1 3 . 1985 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: 

TRANSIT D I S T R I C T BOARD AGENDA DATE: 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE J 

SUBJECT: A RESOLUTION REGARDING THE CONVERSION OF COUNTY HIGHWAY SAFETY 
LIGHTING FROM MERCURY VAPOR LAMPS TO HIGH SODIUM LAMPS, AND THE 
PARTICIPATION OF THE COUNTY IN THE PACIFIC GAS & ELECTRIC COMPANY 
ENERGY MANAGEMENT INCENTIVES PROGRAM 

BACKGROUND: 

Staff has considered a conversion program of this nature for several years. 
Based on estimated savings of energy costs in converting from mercury vapor to 
high pressure sodium, and with the rebates offered through the Energy 
Management Incentives Program by PG&E, it was proposed that the County actively 
pursue the conversion program. On April 16, 1985, the Board of Supervisors 
approved a request to appropriate $260,000 from the Road Fund for the direct 
purchase of 1325 high pressure sodium lamps and fixtures for this purpose. 

An application has been filed by the County with.PG&E for participation in 
the Energy Management' Incentive's Program. 

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION: ' 

The County will be ineligible to receive the rebate payment, $72 per lamp, 
which is available through PG&E under the Energy Management Incentives Program. 

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL: 

County Transportation Agency staff will forward the approved resolution and 
invoices for the required high pressure sodium lamps and fixtures to PG&E. 
This material will complete the documentation required for processing of the 
County application for rebate payment under the Energy Management Incentives 
Program. 

RMS:db 
cc: SAB 

EE/RBP 

a 
9 t 



Office of the Board of Supervisors 
County Government Center, East Wing 

70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 

(408) 299-4321 

Susanne Wilson, District 1 
Zoe Lofgren, District 2 

Thomas L. Legan, District 3 
Rod Diridon, District 4 

Dianne McKenna, District 5 v 

1L6ADS ^L^eyLaJ-J 

County of Santa Clar 
California 

P E R M I T 

The B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s of the C o u n t y of Santa C l a r a 

h e r e w i t h a p p r o v e s the a p p l i c a t i o n of the New A l m a d e n C o m m u n i t y 

C l u b , I n c . for the h o l d i n g of a p a r a d e to be h e l d S e p t e m b e r 7 , 

1 9 8 5 , b e g i n n i n g at A l m a d e n Road at B e r t r a m Road and p r o c e e d i n g 

a l o n g A l m a d e n and L o s A l a m i t o s R o a d s on a c i r c u i t o u s r o u t e to 

the p o i n t of b e g i n n i n g . 

JPPROVED BY THE B O A R D 
JlteUST 2 7 , 19 

LUL 

D o n a l d M . R a i n s , C l e r k 
B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s 

S U P E R V I S O R S 

(X 

S) An Equal Opportunity Employer 



BOARD OF STIPE * ISORS 
COUNTY OF SANTA C LARA 

ROOM 5 2 4 / COUNTY A D M I N I S T R A T I O N B U I L D I N G 
7 0 W E S T H E D D I N G ST. / S A N J O S E . C A L I F O R N I A 9 5 1 1 0 / 2 9 9 - 2 3 2 3 

September 3* 1985 

• How Almaden Comaunity Club, Inc. 
21727 Bertr&© Road 
P. 0 . Box 4 
Hew Rlraadon, CJU 95042 

YOUR C O M M U N I C A T I O N REGARDING REQUEST FOB & PARADE PERMIT DUBIHG ALMADBH 
DAYS, SCHEDULED FOR SEPTEMBER 7, 1995 

WAS PLACED O N THE BOARD'S A G E N D A FOR A U t f U S t 2 7 , 1 9 8 5 

YOUR C O M M U N I C A T I O N WAS 
• DEFERRED TO THE BOARD MEET.ItslG OF 

• REFERRED TO \ 

• FOR STUDY A N D RECOMMENDATION. 

• FOR REPORT A N D FURTHER CONSIDERATION BY THE BOARD O N 

• OTHER 

REMARKS: 

IT WAS THE DECISION OF THE BOARD O N 8/27/85 .. THAT THE request for parade permit BE: 

• FILED FOR PUBLIC RECORD S 0 GRANTED • DENIED • ADOPTED • OTHER 

• REFERRED FOR APPROPRIATE ACTION TO: 
i 

REMARKS: ftnclosefl y o n g i l l f i n d y o a r p a r a d e p e r m i t f o r t h e ftloaden 

Day a,— 

Donald M. Rains 
C L E R K / B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

C C - S f U A ^ 
B Y . 

FILE COPY 
F O R M 7 7 3 6 R E V 7 / 7 1 



memorandum 
of 
•t 

imm % 

TO 
C l e r k of the B o a r d 

FROM 
S up e r v i s o r S u s a n n e W i l s o n 

SUBJECT 
P a r a d e P e r m i t for N e w A l m a d e n D a y s P a r a d e 

D A T E 8/15/85 

P l e a s e a g e n d i z e for the A u g u s t 2 7 , 1985 B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s m e e t i n g 

the f o l l o w i n g : 

R E C O M M E N D A T I O N 

T h a t the B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s a p p r o v e the a p p l i c a t i o n of the 
New A l m a d e n C o m m u n i t y C l u b for the h o l d i n g ef a p a r a d e on 
S e p t e m b e r 7 , 1985 b e g i n n i n g at A l m a d e n R o a d at B e r t r a m R o a d and 
p r o c e e d i n g a l o n g A l m a d e n and L o s A l a m i t o s R o a d s on a c i r c u i t o u s 
r o u t e . 

B A C K G R O U N D 

A r e q u e s t h a s b e e n p r e s e n t e d to the B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s f r o m the 
New A l m a d e n C o m m u n i t y C l u b as r e g a r d s the a n n u a l p a r a d e h e l d on 
A l m a d e n R o a d for a p p r o x i m a t e l y one h o u r . T h e d a t e for the e v e n t this 
y e a r is S e p t e m b e r 9 , 1 9 8 5 . The T r a n s p o r t a t i o n D e p a r t m e n t and the 
S h e r i f f ! s D e p a r t m e n t n e e d a p p r o v a l f r o m t h e B o a r d of S u p e r v i s o r s 
p r i o r to t h e i r a p p r o v a l of the e v e n t . 

A P P R O V E D BY THC BOARD 
OF S / ^ T A C L A R A . C< 
OON, 

D e D u t y C k r k 

ORIGINAL ^ r AUG 2 7 1985 



NEN(§M-MADEN COMMUNITY C L l ^ INC 
21727 BERTRAM ROAD • P.O. BOX 4 
NEW ALMADEN, CALIFORNIA 95042 

t i n r 

ei u/s*>s 

^donnaL/e S#sa/t#f V T i / r r t ̂  

<9#ce GJ4U*. y ^ J / f u j - G/»t> / s r f 

ccf X r ( ^ L ^ j U ^ u ^ L . 0 . J.'j/Ofyn. 
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RESOLUTION # 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING TEMPORARY CLOSURE OF UVAS ROAD, 
OAK GLEN AVENUE, SYCAMDRE AVENUE AND WATSONVILLE ROAD 

FDR THE 1984 FIREMEN'S OLYMPICS 
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WHEREAS, the City of Santa Clara Firefighters are hosting the 1984 
Fireman' s Olynpics, and 

WHEREAS, their selected location for the Firemen's Olynpics is on those 
roadways around the Uvas Reservoir, and 

WHEREAS, it has been determined to be in the best interest of public safety 
to provide temporary road closures for certain of these Olynpic events, 

THEREFORE, be it resolved pursuant to the California Vehicle Code, Section 
21101(e) that the following roads shall be closed as follcws: 

August 28, 1984, Uvas Road 9:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. from 
the Dam to a point 3 miles northerly thereof, 

August 29, 1984, Uvas Road 9:00 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. from 
the Dam to a point 5 miles northerly therof, 

August 30, 1984 9:00 a.m. to 11:00.a.m. Uvas Road 
between Watsonville Road and Oak Glen Avenuet 

Oak Glen Avenue from Uvas Road to Sycamore Lane, 
Sycamore Lane from Oak Glen Avenue to Watsonville Road, 
Watsonville Road from Sycamore Lane to Uvas Road. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board <pf Supervisors of the County of Santa 
Clara, State of California, on 
vote: 

or supervisoi 
JUL 3 1 by the following 

AYES: Supervisors DIRIDON, LEGAN, LOFGREN, MORGAN, WILSON 
NOES: Supervisors NONE 
ABSENT: Supervisors 

NJON5 

of Supervisors 

DONALD M. RAINS /Cl^rk 
Board cr&vSupervison 

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY; 

HERBERT L. KEATON, 
Deputy County Counsel O R I G I N A L JUL 3 1 1984 



STAT?OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANiWTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL 
P OBox 337, Gilroy, CA 95021 
*408)842-4545 

May 21, 1984 

Captain Jim Solden 
Santa Clara Fire Dept. Sta 1 
111 Benton Street 
Santa Clara, CA 95050 

Dear Captain Solden: 

In response to your letter dated May 7, 1984, and as dis-
cussed on the telephone with you, it does not appear in 
the best interest of traffic safety to continue to allow 
foot or bicycle races to be conducted contemporaneously 
with normal traffic flow on roadways contiguous to the 
Uvas and Chesbro reservoirs. . 

The increase in traffic volumes on Uvas and Oak Glen Roads 
coupled with the 'problems and complaints we received follow-
ing your 1982 event have prompted us to encourage race 
sponsors to seek out suitable closed courses for their 
events or consider less congested locations such as Gilroy 
Hot Springs Road in the vicinity of Coyote Reservoir. 

However, if other suitable loctions cannot be located then 
we suggest you consider requesting temporary closure of the 
roadways you desire to use for your events from the Santa 
Clara County Board of Supervisors as provided by Vehicle 
Code Section 21101(e). We would support a road closure of 
this nature, provided it was of reasonable length of time and 
adequate fixed controls were utilized. 

I trust this information will be of value to you. If you have 
any further questions, please do not hesitate contacting us. 

Very truly yours-^ 

J/DHN E. LAW, Captain 
Commander 
Hollister-Gilroy Area 



CITY OF SANTA CLARA FIREFIGHTERS 
LOCAL 1171 

International Association of Firefighters (AFL-CIO, CLC) 
1840 B E N T O N S T R E E T 

S A N T A C L A R A , C A L I F O R N I A 95050 

( 4 0 8 ) 985-1171 June 4, 1984 

Mr. Rollo Parsons 
Transportation Agency 
Santa Clara County 

Dear Mr. Parsons, 

I met with Captain John Law of the California Hiway Patrol on May 21, 1984 
and went over each one of the racing events that we would like to have during 
the Firemans Summer Olympics at the end of August. *'or the Triatheism on 
August 28th at 9 am which involves a swim, bike, and run, Capt. Law said that 
the road wouldn't have to be closed for the bicycling portion but that he would 
like to see a 3 mile stretch of Uvas Road near the dam closed during the running 
portion of the race. The road would be closed for about one hour during the 
run portion, only. 

The 10 mile individual time trial on August 29th at 9 am would entail 
closing a 5 mile section of Uvas Rd. near the Uvas dam for about an hour and 
a half. The 17 mile team time trial held at 3 P on the 29th would not 
call for any road closures according the Capt. Law because the riders would 
be riding individually with traffic and would not have a turnaround point 
which was the reason for closing Uvas Rd. in the other two events. 

The road race at 9 am on the 30th of August which will take about two 
hours to run will entail closing the roads into the course for that time 
period. According to Capt. Law, local residents would be allotted to 
continue to their homes or destinations after being cautioned about the 
riders on the roads. All roads into the course would be barricaded and 
someone would be at each barricade. 

To summerize the closures: 

August 28th, close a 3 mile section of Uvas Rd. near the dam for one 
hour for the running portion of the "briathelon. 

August 29th, close a 5 mile section of Uvas Rd. neqr the dam for an 
hour and a half for the 10 mile time trial. 
August 30th, close the roads abound Uvas and Chesbro Reservoirs for 
about two hours for the road race* 

In all the races firefighters from the City of Santa Clara would be 
at the barricades to inform people why the roads were closed, how long they 
could expect them to be closed, and offer an alternative route. 
As before I have included maps of the area with the closures marked. Please 
let me know what other information you may need so that we can continue with 
our plans. 

We plan to work closely with yourself and Capt. Law to make sure the 
events are run smoothly, safely, and on time so;..that the roads are opened 
as soon as possible after the events. 

Thinks very much, 

CapU J^Tsolden 







MoJg* l&a9c® 



County of Santa Clara^ 
Transportation Agjfncy 

1555 Berg^fcOrive 
San Jose, California 95112 

California 
• • R. B. Parsons 

r . m. Shields TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM S.D> 
1 

S u o r c i i t e t i b v a - m. s h i e l d s p x o f 2 

nATF! July 12, 1984 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS: Agenda Date J»iy 3i, 1984 item No.. 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD: Agenda Date : item no.. 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION: Agenda Date ITEM NO. 

A 
y / J y j PROM: R . M . Shields, Director of Roads Operations 

SUBJECT! RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING TEMPORARY CLOSURE OF UVAS ROAD, 
OAK GLEN AVENUE, SYCAMORE AVENUE AND WATSONVILLE ROAD 
FOR THE 1984 FIREMEN'S OLYMPICS 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

Approve the attached Resolution which authorizes the temporary closure 
of certain South County roads around Uvas Reservoir for the 1984 Firemen's 
Olympics. 

FISCAL IMPLICATION: 

There is no cost to the County. 

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION: 

The City of Santa Clara Firefighters are hosting the 1984 Firemen's 
Olympics and have requested permission to close certain roads around Uvas 
Reservoir to safely accommodate this event. The California Highway Patrol 
has requested that the roads be closed to thru traffic to ensure safety of 
the participants and the general motoring public. 

BACKGROUND: 

The City of Santa Clara hosted the Firemen's Olympics last year and 
used the same course for their various events. Two minor accidents were 
reported by the CHP that were a result of conflicts between the 
participants on bicycles and the general motoring public. The CHP 
notified the Olympics Committee by letter (attached) that another course 
should be selected or the roads should be closed during the times of the 
races in order to ensure roadway safety. 

APPROVED: DIRECTO 

COUNTY^EXECUTIVE 
I 908 

An Equal Opp L JUL 3 1 



July 12, 1984 

COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA DATE: July 31, 1984 

TRANSIT DISTRICT BOARD AGENDA DATE I 

TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION AGENDA DATE; 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING TEMPORARY CLOSURE OF UVAS ROAD, 
OAK GLEN AVENUE, SYCAMORE AVENUE AND WATSONVILLE ROAD 
FOR THE 1984 FIREMEN'S OLYMPICS 

BACKGROUND (Cont'd): 

The City of Santa Clara Firefighters have reviewed possible alternate 
routes and have found none that are acceptable. They have therefore 
requested the temporary closure of roadways around Uvas Reservoir, 
Roadways will be barricaded and monitors will be stationed at each 
barricade to direct motorists. Residents and emergency vehicles will be 
allowed access. Residents will be given advance notice of the event and 
the times of the roadway closures. 

CONSEQUENCES OF NEGATIVE ACTION: 

The City of Santa Clara Firefighters will not use the route shown. 
They will be the designated host of the Firemen's Olympics with no 
acceptable location on which to hold the event. 

STEPS FOLLOWING APPROVAL; 

The temporary road closures will take place in accordance with agreed 
upon conditions. 

RPBidb 

cc; Capt. John E. Law, CHP 
Capt. Jim Solden, City of Santa Clara Firefighters 
Herb Keaton, Deputy County Counsel 
JHG 
RBP 



M E M B E R S O F T H E B O A R D 

SUSANNE WILSON 

ZOELOFGREN 

THOMAS L. LEGAN 

ROD DIRIDON 

REBECCA O. MORGAN 

BOARD OF S U P E R V I S O R S 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
C O U N T Y G O V E R N M E N T C E N T E R , E A S T W I N G 
70 WEST HEDDING ST. / SAN JOSE,CALIFORNIA 95H0 / 299*2323 

DONALD M. RAINS 
C L E R K . / B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

T E L E P H O N E 2 9 9 - - 4 3 Z I 

August 6, 1984 

Captain Jim Solden 
Santa Clara Fire Department 
Station #1 
777 Benton Street 
Santa Clara, CA 95050 

Subject: Resolution approving temporary closure of Uvas Road, 
Oak Glen Avenue, Sycamore Avenue and Watsonville Road 
for the 1984 Firemen !s Olympics 

Dear Captain Solden; 

Enclosed please find a copy of the above Resolution which was 
approved by the Board of Supervisors at its regularly scheduled 
meeting on July 31, 1984. 

The enclosed copy is for your records. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
Donald M . Rains, Clerk 

DepuXy Clerk 

DMR:rr 
Enclosure 



BOARD OF S U P E R V I S O R S 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
C O U N T Y G O V E R N M E N T C E N T E R , E A S T W I N G 
70 WEST HEDDING ST. / SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 95110 / 299-2323 

M E M B E R S O F T H E B O A R D 

SUSANNE WILSON 

ZOELOFGREN 

THOMAS L. LEG AN 

ROD DIRIDON 

REBECCA Q. MORGAN 

DONALD M. RAINS 
C L E R K / B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

T E L E P H O N E 2 9 9 - « 3 2 l 

August 6, 1984 

Captain John E. Law, Commander 
California Highway Patrol 
P.O. Box 337 
Gilroy, CA 95020 

Subject: Resolution approving temporary closure of Uvas Road, 
Oak Glen Avenue, Sycamore Avenue and Watsonvilie Road 
for the 19 84 Firemen's Olympics 

Dear Captain Law: 

Enclosed please find a copy of the above Resolution which was 
approved by the Board of Supervisors at its regularly scheduled 
meeting on July 31, 1984. 

The enclosed copy is for your records. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
Donald M . Rains, Clerk 

Racnel R o b l e s ^ 
Deputy Clerk 

DMR:rr 
Enclosure 



County of Santa Clara 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 
ounty Government Center, East Wing 

70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 

(408) 299-4321 

California Susanne Wilson, District 1 
Zoe Lofgren, District 2 

Thomas L. Legan, District 3 
Rod Diridon, District 4 

Rebecca Q. Morgan, District 5 

P E R M I T 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 
here 

herewith approves the application of the New Almaden Community 

Club for the holding of a parade to be held on September 8, 19 84, 

beginning at Almaden Road at Bertram Road and proceeding along 

Almaden and Los Alamitos Roads on a circuitous route to the 

point of beginning. 

yed by the Boa 
14, 1^64 

o\ Supervisors 

Donald M. Rains, 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 



lounty Government Center, East Wing 
70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 95110 
(408) 299-4321 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 

County of Santa Clara 
California Susanne Wilson, District 1 

Zoe Lofgren, District 2 
Thomas L. Legan, District 3 

Rod Diridon. District 4 
Rebecca Q. Morgan. District 5 

August 21, 1984 

New Almaden Community Club 
21311 Almaden Road 
San Jose, CA. 95120 

Attn: Kitty Monahan 

Subject: New Almaden Day Parade 

Dear Ms. Monahan: 

At the meeting of August 14, 1934, the Board of Supervisors 
approved the New Almaden Community Club's request for a Parade 
Permit and road closure on September 8, 19 84. 

Enclosed please find a copy of said Permit for your 
information and handling. This office will notify the proper 
parties of the Board's actions. 

Sincerely yours 

Sheri Atencio 
Deputy Clerk 

sla 

Attachments 

cc: Sheriff's Office 
Highway Patrol 

® An Equal Opportunity Employer 



memorandum 
TO FROM 

Clerk of the Board Supervisor Susfenjae Wilson 
SUBJECT 

Parade Permit and Road Closure - New Almaden Days 
DATE 

8-10-84 

The attached request should be a pink :tag item under Chairperson's report, for 
adoption by the Board on 8-14-84. 

Thank you. 

R E O R D E R C O D E N O . 9 6 3 0 7 7 

G ) 2 6 - A R E V 2 / 7 5 ORIGINAL 



84 AUG 10 P|I2: 22 

COUNTY OF 
SANTA CIARA 

August 2, 1984 

Santa Clara Board of Supervisors 

70 W . Hedding 

San Jose, California 95110 

Members of the Board of Supervisors: 

Once again the New Almaden Community Club, Inc. is sponsoring New 

Almaden Days on September 8, 1984. We are requesting a Parade Permit and 

road closure for that date. 

We would like to close Almaden Road from Bertram Road to Los Alamitos Road, 
a distance of 0.8 of a mile, for one hour. The Parade would start at 12 noon 
and end at 1:00 p.m. 

We are requesting assistance from the Sheriff's Department and the County 
Transportation Department on this day. 

Sincerely, 

* » 
RECEIVED 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Kitty Monahan 

New Almaden Community Club 
21311 Almaden Road 
San Jose, California 95120 
268-6541 

We the undersigned certify to the good moral character of Kitty Monahan 

$ mon > &L W 95/zo 

^ - a & u L C ^ ^ 

ORIGINAL 



A D S 

memorandum A 
T O 

Each Board Menber 
F R O M R < M . shields 

Director of Roads Operations 
S U B J E C T DATE 

AGENDA ITEM NO. 8 (XG) - 6/14/83 July 22. 1983 

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF CDULTIYWLDE ROAD REPAIRS 

Since the cessation of last winter's rains, the Agency has directed its 
efforts to the repair and restoration of county roads. These repairs include 
the reiTDval of slide material which encroached onto the traveled way, the 
restoration of the traveled way damaged by landslides and slip-outs, 
de-watering of saturated hillsides and the repair of damaged pavements due to 
excessive groundwater and infiltration into the roadbed. 

Most of the County roadways have now been cleared of all slide naterial 
obstructing the traveled ways. The few roadways remaining to be cleared have 
minor slides along the side of the road that do not significantly inpair the 
traveling way. Most of the larger roadway slip-outs (slides occuring downhill 
from the road) are being restored to a temporary rock base surface. The 
purpose is to provide a settlement period prior to paving. The finished 
asphalt surfacing, including drainage control measures, will be oonpleted 
in September and October, 1983. 

The following is a narrative of the itajor roadway danage locations and 
the steps being taken to effect restoration: 

OLD SANTA CRUZ HIGHWAY 

A slip-out slide occurred an Old Santa Cruz Highway in 
February, 1983 just northerly of Ogalalla Warpath. The 
easterly half of the roadway slipped into the creek below the 
roadway. The road has officially been closed between 
Idylwild Road and Edwards Road since the slide. Geologic 
studies of the soil naterial in and around the slide have 
been made and plans and specifications have been prepared for 
the repair. These plans were advertised on an infernal basis 
and bids were opened on July 12, 1983. This bid process was 
approved by the Board of Supervisors previously. 

The repair method selected provides for the construction 
of a viaduct to replace the portion of the roadway that has 
fallen away in the slip-out. The anticipated oonpletion tine 
is the fall of this year with an estimated cost of repair 
ranging between $250,000 and $300,000. 

(Luf ^ ^ ^ ^ 
I * ' & ' j u u c l S ^ A 

)FDtP C O O L NO. 9 6 3 0 7 ^ ^ f / 



memorandum 
( 

TO 

Each Board Mother 

F R O M R . M. Shields 
Director of Road? 

S U B J E C T DATE 

iTnly ??,. 1981 

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF (XUOTWIDE ROAD REPAIRS 
Page Two 

HOOP ROAD 
Roop Road traverses a irajor landslide 1.2 miles easterly 

of New Avenue and has experienced severe settlement for a 
distance of over 500 feet. The enbarikment has now been 
restored and the road was opened to traffic on July 1, 1983. 
The final surfacing on the roadway will take place in 
September. The repair is temporary in nature as the entire 
slide would have to be removed to effect a permanent repair 
and appears to be the most cost-effective method in view of 
the availability of alternate access. 

CLAYTON ROAD 

Clayton Road experienced a slip-out 0.7 miles southerly 
of Mt. Hamilton Road. Rights-of --entry have been obtained from 
adjacent property owners to facilitate the repair Which should ' 
be oonpleted by August 1, 1983. 

QUIMBY ROAD 

Quinby Road experienced a roadway settlement 3.7 miles 
east of Chabcya Road, all the result of a major landslide. 
Movement of the landslide has ceased thereby permitting the 
embankment to be restored and the road cpened to traffic in 
late June. 

PROSPECT ROAD 
Prospect Road experienced continuing subsidence due to a 

landslide 0.4 miles westerly of Maria Drive. A geotechnical 
report is scheduled to be oonpleted next week by a consultant 
Which will identify the major cause of the slide and make 
reoaiTOBndaticns far the roadway repair. The anticipated 
repair completion date will depend upon the nature of the 
recommended roactaay repair technique. It nay be necessary to 
solicit infamal bids on this project to ensure that the work 
is oonpleted prior to the winter rains. 

R i o i t s t P C O D E N O . 9 6 3 0 7 7 

G ) 2 5 - A R E V 2 / 7 5 



memorandum 
TO F R O M shields 

Each Board Martaer Director of R N S D Q Operations 
SUBJECT DATE 

.Tilly 22. 1^3 

REPORT ON THE STATUS OF (XUNTYWIDE ROAD REPAIRS 
Page Three 

CFJtfD LANE AND CHUIA VISTA AVENUE 

The Agency installed wells and puirps to de-water the 
roadbeds with continuous puirping for three months. The Agency 
is currently discussing with the respective geological 
consultants the continuation of the punping operations 
undertaken on Celeo Lane and Chula Vista Avenue. It is the 
Agency's intent to curtail these puirping operations based on 
the fact that subsidence has effectively ceased and the County 
roa&rays are no longer experiencing distress. The residents 
nay wish to continue working with the consultants to ensure 
the stability of their home building sites. 

With the County's inclusion in the State's Disaster declaration, the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (EEMA) and the Federal Hi^iray Adminis-
tration (EHWV) dispatched survey teams to review the County's roadway dairage. 
Based upon the FEMk reviews, the County is eligible for reimburseirent of 75% of 
the estimated $587,000 dairage to non-Federal Aid System roa<i^ays. This anount 
cculd change based on the County's statements of nm-ooncurrence filed on Old 
Santa Cruz Hi^rway, Miguelita Read, Quinby Road, Clayton Road, Celeo Lane and 
Chula Vista Avenue. The County is also eligible for up to $215,000 in 
reinbursements from FHWA far danage to Federal Aid System roadways. The Agency 
is actively pursuing reimbursement for the locations where work has been 
oonpleted. Attached for your infarnation are copies of sumnary reports from 
F E m and FHWA for both on-system roads and off-system roads. 

FMS:xiBm 
Attachments 
ac: Cleric of the Board 

Sally Reed, County Executive 
JH3 
IM 

R T O R D L R CODE N C . 9 6 3 0 7 7 
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ODUNTYWIDE ROAD DPMbGE 

SU1WAKY 
ON-SYSTEM ROADS 

ROAD LOCATION DftMAGE 

Shannon Road 

Arastradero Road 

Prospect Road 

Hale Avenue 

E. Dunne Avenue 

E. Dunne A\^nue 

E. Dunne Avenue 

1 mi. west of Hides 

200' east of Alpine 

0.4 mi. west of 
Maria Drive 

0.65 mi. south of 
Tilton Avenue 

1.08 mi east of 
Holiday Lake Est. 

2.35 mi. east of 
Holiday Lake Est. 

1.35 mi. east of 
Holiday Lake Est. 

Slide 

Tree fell 
pvmt damage 

Slide 

Slide 

Slide 

Slide 

Washout 

TOTAL ON-SYSTEM ROADS: 

r 

EST. POST 

§ 21,000.00 

3,100-00 

120,000.00 

3,000.00 

10,000.00 

49,500.00 

8,300.00 

$214,900.00 



SANTA CLARA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 
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SANTA CLARA COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

PROGRESS REPORT 

[JOB NO. I RD. NM. OR AREA 1 • NATURE OF IMPROVEMENT 
START 
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VEST. YARD r.^RAlfeFORTATION AGENCY 
Veek>bf* ; ROAD MAINTENANCE WORK EFFORT 

Area 
Road 
Road Name or Area Nature of Improvement 

Start 
Date 

Percent 
Complete 

Finish 
Date Reason for Performance of Work 

3 Hicks Road Road 8llpout ® 6-16-83 90% 6-20-63 

3 Hicks Road' - -
(TO 

•Road alloout ^ 6-21-83 90% 6-22-83 

3 Monte SunsetDrlve .Road ,/Q llpout 2-9-83 90% 7-20-83 

1 Stevens Canyon Road Road&jUpout 5-16-83 90% 7-8-83 a 

1 Montebello-Road Road l l p o u t 7-11-83 -0- 7-19-83 

I Montebello Road Road silpout 7-20-83 -0- 7-25-83 

1 Mt. Eden Road Road silpout 5-10-83 90% 7-6-83 

1 Boh 1 man Road 1 
Ropdillpout ~7-26-83 -0- 8-1-83 

. M . ; 
• ' > 

2 Hontevlna Road Rb^d Slioout fi-3-83 -0- A-7A-A1 

2 Black Road Road Alloout 7-19-R3 

2 Bear Creek Road Road allDour 7-1-R*i -n-

2 Thompson Road Road slloout 6-22-83 10% 7-7-83 

2 Old Santa Cruz Hwy ^ Road elipout -0-

? Sod fl S nr i riff ft - Rn rt Rn« rtjftli nn ut~R c - 60% 7-15-83 9 

2 Al®a Bridge Road Road elipout 8-9-83 -0- 8-19-83 

Rpvnolds Road . * -n- ft-77-R1 

3 Reynolds Road - Road ellfcout ^ : 6-28-63 7-5-83 

r ; " * ^ * * >' _ • 



TRANSPORTATION ACENCY 

ROAD HrtlKjtMANCX WORK EFFORT 



TRANSPORTATION ACENCY 

ROAD M A I N T E N A N C E WORK EFFORT 
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BOARD OF S U P E R V I S O R S 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
C O U N T Y G O V E R N M E N T C E N T E R , E A S T W I N G 
70 WEST HEDGING ST. / SAN JOSE,CALIFORNIA 95110 / 299-2323 

M E M B E R S O F T H E B O A R D 

S U S A N N E : WILSON 

ZOE LOFGREN 

DAN McCOROUODALE 

ROD DIRIDON 

REBECCA O. MORGAN 

DONALD M. RAINS 
C L E R K / B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

T E L E P H O N E 2 S 9 - . 4 3 2 I 

PERMIT 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa 

Clara herewith approves the application of the New 

Almaden Community Club for Parade Permit and Road 

Closure for New Almaden Days Parade scheduled for 

Saturday, September 11, 1982. The Parade will run 

from Almaden Road and Bertram Road to the Bullmore 

Park at the opposite end of town. 

Approved by the Board of Supervisors on August 30, 

1982. 

DONALD M . RAINS, chprk 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

DMRrmj 



County of Santa Clara 
California 

• Office of the Board of Supervisors 
County Government Center, East Wing 

70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose. California 95110 
299-4321 Area Code 408 Susonne Wilson, District I 
Zoe Lofgren, District 2 

Don McCorquodale, District 3 
Rod Diridon, District 4 

Rebecca Q. Morgan, District 5 

August 30, 1982 

Mr. Brian Ledig 
21474 Almaden Road 
San Jose, CA 95120 

Re: Parade Permit 

Dear Mr. Ledig: 

Enclosed herewith, per your request of August 23, 1982, 
is the permit needed for the New Almaden Days Parade. 

Also enclosed is a copy of your letter with certified 
Board approval. 

If anyone takes over the chairmanship of the parade, the 
next time a permit is needed, please let them know about 
the necessary information needed to get the permit, the 
ordinance regulations governing parades, and the fact that 
the request should reach the Clerk of the Board of Super-
visors in early July in order to have the permit when 
necessary in September. 

If we can be of further service, please let us know. 

Very truly yours, 

DONALD M . RAINS, Clerk 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

MarggxetAjaich / J 
Deputy Clerk [ y 

mj 

Enclosures 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 



County of Santa Clara' 
Transportation Agency 

1555 Berger Drive 
San Jose, California 95112 

California 
August 30, 1982 * 

Dr. Fred Celsi 
20582 Almaden Road 
San Jose, CA 95120 

SUBJECT: ALMADEN AND ALAMITOS ROADS-STREET CLOSURE 

Dear Dr. Celsi: 

Your request for the closing of Almaden and Alamitos Roads between 
McKean Road and Hicks Road on Saturday, September 11, 1982, between the 
hours of 9:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. for the 1982 New Almaden Days Parade 
is approved by the Transportation Agency. 

•It is our understanding that the Board of Supervisors has approved your 
request for a Parade Permit for this event. 

Please note that, if necessary, emergency vehicles must be able to pass 
through the parade route. 

• Your are required to have uniformed law enforcement officers stationed 
at the intersections of Almaden Road with McKean Road and Alamitos Road 
with Hicks Road for the duration of the road closure. You should also 
have a flag person stationed at the intersection of Hicks Road with 
Shannon Road to advise traffic of the road closure ahead. 

You . will be responsible for barricades being in place at the inter-
sections of Almaden Road with McKean Road and Alamitos Road with Hicks 
Road during the hours Almaden and Alamitos Roads are closed to traffic. 
Upon presentation of said permit, these barricades may be obtained from 
the County West yard located at 11030 Doyle Road, San Jose. Barricades 
may be picked up on Friday, September 10, 1982, between the hours of 
1:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m. They should be returned in good condition on 
Monday, September 15, 1982. If we can be of further assistance, please 
call this office at 299-2454. 

Very truly yours , 

RON M. SHIELDS 
DIRECTOR - ROADS 

Arthur L. De Mattei 

Transportation Agency Representative 

RMS:ALD:f s 
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Capt. Healy, California Hwy. Patrol 
Joel Healy, GAS-Communications 
Bill Kinnaman, Operations 
West Yard 
Transit Operations 
Each Supervisor 
Capt. Tamm, Co. Sheriff's Office 

A^CXjZ^J . ^ ^ O p p o r t u n i t y Employer 
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memorandum 
TO FROM 

' 4 / 
C l e r k of t h e B o a r d S u s a n n e Wilsotuy \ tr 

SUBJECT DATE 

N e w A l m a d e n D a v s p a r a d e -BfiXAiX. .and, rô -d—closure. R - 9 S - R ? 

3 
P l e a s e a g e n d i z e f o r 8 - 3 0 - 8 2 at the s p e c i a l B o a r d s e s s i o n the 
a p p r o v a l of the r e q u e s t by the N e w A l m a d e n D a y s P a r a d e c h a i r m a n 
for a p a r a d e p e r m i t a n d r o a d c l o s u r e f o r 9 - 1 1 - 8 2 . 

T h a n k y o u . 

R E O R D E R # 9 6 3 0 7 7 

2 6 / B R E V 9 / 7 3 

AUG 3 0 



A U G U S T 2 3 , 1 9 8 2 

B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S I O R S 

7 0 W . H E D D I N G 

S A N J O S E , C A L I F . 

D E A R B O A R D , 

O N C E A G A I N T H E N E W A L M A D E N C O M M U N I T Y C L U B IS S P O N S O R I N G 

N E W A L M A D E N D A Y S O N S E P T E M B E R 1 1 . W E A R E R E Q U E S T I N G A 

P A R A D E P E R M I T A N D R O A D C L O S U R E F O R T H A T D A T E . 

W E W I L L C L O S E A L M A D E N R O A D W I T H T H E S H E R I F F S S U P E R V I S I O N 

A T M C K E A N R O A D T O H I C K S R O A D , F R O M 8 : 0 0 A M U N T I L V : 0 0 P M . 

W E W I L L P R O V I D E P A R K I N G A T M C K E A N R O A D W I T H S H U T T L E 

B U S S E S R U N N I N G I N T O T H E E V E N T . 

T H E P A R A D E W I L L R U N F R O M A L M A D E N R O A D A N D B E R T R A M 

T H E B U L L M O R E P A R K A T T H E O P P S I T E E N D O F T O W N . T H E 

W I L L S T A R T A T 1 1 : 0 0 A M A N D L A S T S A P P R O X I M A T E L Y O N E 

O N C E A G A I N W E I N V I T E A L L S U P E R V I S I O R S T O C O M E A N D 

W I T H U S IN T H I S E V E N T . 

S I N C E R E L Y , 

B R I A N L E D I G 

P A R A D E C H A I R M A N 

21*174 A L M A D E N R D 

S A N J O S E , C A L I F 9 5 1 2 0 

2 6 8 - 8 5 8 9 / 9 7 2 - 1 1 1 2 

W E T H E U N D E R S I G N E D C E R T I F Y T O T H E G O O D M O R A L C H A R A C T E R A N D R E P U T A T I O N 
O F B R I A N L E D I G . 
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August 17, 19 82 

New Almaden Community. .Club 
21474 Almaden, Road 

San Jose, California , 95120 

Attention: Mr. .Brian .Ledig, Parade Chairman 

, Dear Mr. Ledig: 

We are returning your request for a parade permit and road 
'closure for•New-Almaden Days on September 11, 1982 , 

Enclosed is .a xeroxed copy o'f the ordinance sections per-
taining to Parades, Processions and Meetings. The procedures 
to be followed are listed therein. 

The Board of Supervisors will not be meeting August 18 thru ' 
September 13. However, there will be a s p e c i a l Board meeting 
either August 30 or 31 to set '^Tax Rate". .The item could 
be taken up 'then; I suggest you get the needed information 
to us as soon as'possible. 

Last year, you also had a problem in'meeting our. criteria in 
a timely manner. For 'that reason, please keep-this copy of 
our procedures- in your files so that your request next year 
will be properly submitted early enough to be presented.before 
the Board of Supervisors at a regularly scheduled Tuesday ' 
meeting.- The Board usually 'does not meet several weeks in 
August.4 

Cordially, 



A U G U S T 11,. 1 9 8 2 

C L E R K OF T H E B O A R D 
B O A R D OF S U P E R V I S I O R S 
70 W . H E D D I N G 
S A N J O S E , C A L I F 

D E A R C L E R K , 

E N C L O S E D IS A R E Q U E S T F O R A P A R A D E P E R M I T FOR N E W A L M A D E N D A Y S 

ON S E P T E M B E R 1 1 . P L E A S E PUT T H I S ON T H E A G E N D A F O R T H E B O A R D S 

M E E T I N G A U G U S T 1 7 T H . 

T H A N K Y O U V E R Y M U C H 

B R I A N L E D I G 
P A R A D E C H A I R M A N 
2 1 ^ 7 ^ A L M A D E N RD 
SAN J O S E , CA 9 5 1 2 0 
9 7 2 - 1 1 1 2 / 2 6 8 - 8 5 8 9 



A U G U S T 1 1 / 1 9 8 2 

B O A R D OF S U P E R V I S I O R S 
70 W . H E D D I N G 
SAN J O S E , C A L I F 

D E A R B O A R D , 

O N C E A G A I N T H E N E W A L M A D E N C O M M U N I T Y C L U B IS S P O N S O R I N G 

N E W A L M A D E N D A Y S ON S E P T E M B E R 1 1 . WE A R E R E Q U E S T I N G A 

P A R A D E P E R M I T A N D ROAD~ C L O S U R E F O R T H A T D A T E . 

W E W I L L C L O S E A L M A D E N R O A D W I T H T H E S H E R I F F S S U P E R V I S I O N 

A T M C K E A N R O A D TO H I C K S R O A D , F R O M 8 : 0 0 A M U N T I L 4 : 0 0 P M . 

WE W I L L P R O V I D E P A R K I N G A T M C K E A N R O A D W I T H S H U T T L E B U S S E S 

R U N N I N G INTO T H E E V E N T . 

T H E P A R A D E W I L L R U N F R O M A L M A D E N R O A D A N D B E R T R A M R O A D TO 

T H E B U L L M O R E P A R K A T T H E O P P S I T E E N D OF T O W N . T H E P A R A D E W I L L 

S T A R T A T 1 1 : 0 0 A M A N D L A S T A P P R O X I M A T E L Y O N E H O U R . 

O N C E A G A I N WE I N V I T E A L L S U P E R V I S I O R S TO C O M E A N D P A R T I C I P A T E 

W I T H U S IN T H I S E V E N T . 

S I N C E R E L Y , 

P A & A D E C H A I R M A N / 
2 1 4 7 4 A L M A D E N R O A D 
S A N J O S E , C A L I F 9 5 1 2 0 

268-8589 



Office of the Board of Supervisors 
County Government Center, East Wing 

70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 
299-4321 Area Code 408 

Susonne Wilson, District I 
Zoe Lofgren, District 2 

Dan McCorquodale, District 3 
Rod Diridon, District 4 

Rebecca Q. Morgan, District 5 

County of Santa Clara 
California 

P E R M I T 

The Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara herewith approves 

the application of the New Almaden Community Club for the holding of a 

parade to be held on Saturday, September 12, 1981, beginning at Almaden 

Road at Bertram and proceeding along Almaden and Alamitos Roads on a 

circuitous route to the point of beginning. 

Approved by the Board of Supervisors 
Sep.tember S, 1981 / ] 

Donald M- Rains \ 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 

9- ?/ 



September 11, 1981 

Brian A- Ledig, Parade Chairman 
New Almaden community Club 
New Almaden, California 

Dear M r . Ledig: 

The Board of Supervisors at its meeting of September 8, 
1981 granted your request for a Parade Permit for New 
Almaden Days Parade to be held September 12, 1981. 

Sincerely, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
Donald M . Rains, Clerk 

By: 
Deputy Clerk 

vas 



July 24, 1981 

New Almaden Community Club 
New Almaden, California 
Mr* Pepper White/Brian Ledig 
Parade Chairpersons 

Gentlemen: 

We are returning your request for a permit for the New Almaden 
Days Parade with a copy of the Ordinance listing proceedures to 
be followed when requesting a parade permit. 

Please resubmit your request to the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors with the necessary information and we will schedule 
the matter to appear before the Board of Supervisors. 

Cordially, 

Deputy Clerk -

Enclosure 



§ B13-64 SANTA CLARA COUNTY CODE § B13-67 

shall first make written application to and secure from the 
board of supervisors a written permit therefor. Such applica-
tion shall be made by such person, or in the case of a corpora-
tion, by the manager or officer in actual charge of such busi-
ness. (Code 1954, § 7.1.2-3) 

Sec. B13-65. Contents of permit application. 
The application for a permit under this chapter shall specify 

the place, or public highway, alley, sidewalk or crosswalk, 
or public highways, alleys, sidewalks or crosswalks, where it 
is intended or proposed to carry on such acts or act, and shall 
be accompanied by a certificate signed by at least three (3) 
reputable residents of the county certifying to the good moral 
character and reputation of the persons or person making 
such application. (Code 1954, § 7.1.2-4) 

Sec. B13-66. Character, reputation of applicant. 
No permit required by this chapter shall be granted to any 

person who does not bear a good character with a reputation 
for peace and quiet in the neighborhood in which he resides. 
(Code 1954, § 7.1.2-4) 

Sec. B13-67. Criteria for permit issuance; evidence. 
The board of supervisors, before issuing any permit under 

the terms of this chapter, shall first satisfy itself that the 
holding, managing, conducting and carrying on of any pro-
posed parade, march or procession of any kind, other than a 
funeral procession, or the proposed use of any wind instru-
ment, stringed instrument, or'musical instrument, or the pro-
posed holding or conducting of any assemblage, or the pro-
posed making or delivering of such public speech, lecture or 
discourse, debate or discussion or other acts or act set forth or 
regulated by or in this chapter will not seriously affect the 
public peace, health or safety, and for this purpose may 
consider any facts or evidence bearing on the place where said 
assembly, speech, public debate or other proposed act or 
action is to be held or delivered or is to occur or take place 

2864 



§ B13-67 OFFENSES—MISCELLANEOUS § B13-80 

with due regard to traffic congestion at that particular point, 
and in addition thereto any other facts or evidence tending to 
enlighten said board in this respect. (Code 1954, § 7.1.2-7) 
Sec. B13-68. Scope of permits. 
Only one parade, march, procession or meeting, display or 

address, public speech, lecture, discourse, public debate or 
discussion shall be held, conducted, carried on or engaged in 
under a single permit. (Code 1954, § 7.1.2-5) 
Sec. B13-69. Permits nontransferable. 
The permits required under this chapter shall apply only to 

the person or persons in whose name or names it is issued, and 
to the locations, public highways or public places therein 
specified. Such permit shall not be transferable or assignable 
in any manner. (Code 1954, § 7.1.2-6) 
Sec. B13-70. Revocation of permit. 
The board of supervisors shall have the right, power and 

privilege of revoking any permit issued in accordance with 
this chapter for good cause. (Code 1954, § 7.1.2-8) 
Sees. B13-71—B13-79. Reserved. 

CHAPTER V. REGULATION OF SMOKING IN CERTAIN PUBLIC PLACES* 
Sec. B13-80. Findings. 
The board of supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 

does hereby find that tobacco smoke is detrimental to 
nonsmokers' health, welfare and comfort, especially to those 
who have allergies or who have cardiovascular or respirato-
ry disease, and that tobacco smoke is a nuisance and may 
cause discomfort and physical irritation. (Ord. No. NS-625, § 
1, 5-27-75; Ord. No. NS-625.1, § 1, 8-14-79) 

'Editor's note—Ord. No. NS-625, adopted May 27, 1075, amended the 
Code by adding Ch. V, §§ B13-80—B13-84, as herein set out. 



§ B13-51 OFFENSES—MISCELLANEOUS § B13-64 

Sec. B13-51. Separate offenses. 
If more than one publication prohibited hereunder shall be 

offered, exhibited, kept or displayed in violation of this chap-
ter, at the same location by the same person, the offer, exhibit-
ing, keeping or display of each separate publication prohib-
ited hereunder shall constitute a separate violation of this 
Code. If two ( 2 ) or more publications prohibited hereunder 
are furnished or sold at the same time by the same person, 
the sale or furnishing of each shall constitute a separate 
violation of this Code. (Code 1954, § 6.2.2-4) 
Sees. B13-52—B13-61. Reserved. 

CHAPTER IV. PARADES, PROCESSIONS 
AND MEETINGS 

Sec. B13-62. Permit for parade required. 
No person shall hold, manage, conduct, carry on, or cause or 

permit to be held, managed, conducted or carried on, any 
parade, march or procession of any kind other than a funeral 
procession or make any display of, or use, beat, or operate any 
wind instrument, stringed instrument or musical instru-
ment, in or upon any public highway or public places of the 
county without having first obtained from the board of super-
visors a written permit to do so. (Code 1954, § 7.1.2-1) 
Sec. B13-63. Permit for meeting required. 

No person shall hold, conduct or address any assemblage, 
meeting or gathering of persons, or make or deliver any public 
speech, lecture or discourse, or conduct or take part in any 
public debate or discussion in or upon any public highway, 
alley, sidewalk or crosswalk in the county, unless under and by 
authority of a written permit from the board of supervisors. 
(Code 1954, § 7.1.2-2) 
Sec. B13-64. Permit application required. 
Every person, before commencing, carrying on, engaging in, 

or doing any of the acts set forth or regulated by this chapter 

2863 



September 3*1981 

Santa Clara Gounty Board of Supervisiors 

70W. Hedding 

San Jose, Calif. 
« 

Dear Board, 

On behalf of the community of New Almaden I would like to request 

a permit to have a parade on Saturday, September 12th in New Almaden. 

New Almaden. 

As you may know we will be celebrating once again the quicksilver 

mining days of this historic area with many activities,,one of which 

will be our parade. 

The parade route will start at the corners of ^Bertram, Almaden and 

Alimitos Roads and continue northly through New Almaden to where 

Almaldeniand Bertram roads meet again. We have been in contact 

with the County Transportation -Agency to work out the details of 

road closure, and alsovith the California Highway Patrol and the 

Mounted Sherrifs Possey to make sure everything is handled in a 

safe manner. 

Hope to See You There, 

Parade Chairman 

WE THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFY TO THE GOOD MORAL CHARACTER AND REPUTATIQN 

OF -BRIAN A. LEDIG ^ ' 

(J 71 <M - ^ ^ ^ k t ^ < 90 j-O 



memorandum t 
t 

% 
T O Board of Supervisors F R O M 1/ R # M . shields, Director 

Roads Operations 
S U B J E C T 

COUNTY ROADWAY LIGHTING 

DATE 

April 14, 1981 

At the Board of Supervisors meeting of December 15, 1980, duWna thjg | 
discussion•of Agenda Item No. 29 which related to a proposed County ̂ Lgh^ing ~ 
Service Area annexation, Supervisor Wilson made the following requ^sjr: % 

'r> 
< 

< i i 

""a 
X 

"That the Board members be provided with 'information on^y1"?letters^a 
relative to what plans have been made for low intensity lighting^ fdf Sj 
conservation and to help reduce problems at the Mt. HamiltoniQbgerv^brv?V 

23 t i ( -

County roadway lighting falls into two general categories: <$5unty — 
Lighting Service Area (CLSA) lighting which is paid "for by a special service 
charge fee on those properties that receive benefit from the lights, and 
highway lighting that is paid for by the County Road Fund. 

CLSA Lighting 

Approximately 3,600 lights are provided through CLSA, of which 3000 of 
these lights are mounted on P.G.& E. cwried wooden poles and are maintained by 
P.G.& E. P.G.& E. has been converting these lights from the previous standard 
(normally 175 watt) mercury vapor type lights to 70 watt or 100 watt high 
pressure sodium (HPS) lights for the past several years. To date, approxi-
mately 2000 of these lights have been converted. .The remaining wooden pole 
mounted lights will be converted by P.G.& E. on a time available or lamp 
outage basis. 

The CLSA lights mounted en metal poles are now maintained by the 
Transportation Agency. Oily a few of these six hundred 175 watt mercury vapor 
lights have been converted to 70 watt HPS lights. 

Highway Lighting 

There are approximately 900 street lights that are considered highway 
lighting with the majority of these lights being located on Gounty Expressways. 
These lights are typically 400 watt mercury vapor lights. Twenty-five of these 
lights are HPS lights either 250 watt or 150 watt depending upon the lighting 
requirements of the particular location. All of these 900 lights are provided 
with glare shields that direct the light onto the roadway and prevent 
extraneous light fran entering the atmosphere. The glare shield thereby 
alleviates the problem that the Mt. Hamilton Observatory experiences with man 
made lighting interfering with night-time observations. 

R E O R D E R C O D E N O . 9 6 3 0 7 7 
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The County has rot established a program for the conversion of these 
existing 400 watt mercury vapor lights. The following cost information was 
considered in the decision not to embark on a conversion program at this time. 

400 Watt 250 Watt 
Mercury Vapor HPS 

Lamp Cost $ 5 $ 68 
Ballast 100 . 360 
Fixture 125 360 

Total fixed cost $230 $788 , 
Energy cost per month 9.36 6.II1 

N. 
V 

As the labor cost of conversion is"approximately $130 per lanp, it would 
cost $918 per installation to convert. As we currently have 875 lamps, the 
total conversion cost would amount to approximately $803, 000. The monthly 
energy savings of $3.25 per lamp ($9.36 - $6.11) would amount to an annual 
savings of $39 per' lamp or $34,125 for the 875 lights. Therefor the conversion 
program would pay for itself in approximately 23 years, assuming equal 
maintenance costs. 

Although the energy cost factor of operating the HPS lamps is lower than 
mercury vapor lamps, experience indicates that maintenance costs at this time 
are higher due to: 

1) Higher cost of HPS lamps 
2) Maintenance problems and high replacement cost of HPS lamp ballasts 

The current policy when new lights are to be installed is as follows: 

1) Adding or replacing a luminaire to an existing intersection shall be 
done with the same type of luminaire as exists at the intersection. 

2) High pressure sodium luminaires, 250 watt, shall be installed at new 
intersections. An exception to this can be made at the discretion 
of the Engineer where close proximity of the new intersection to 

. existing intersections makes it appropriate to use the same type of 
luminaire as at the nearby intersection. 

In surrmary, CLSA 'lights are now being converted while county highway 
lights are not. New roadway lighting is generally-^HPS lighting. It is 
intended to continue to monitor cost factors as well as other factors involved 
• in the decision making process of whether or not to embark on a conversion 
program of county highway lighting. 

FMSrsd 

cc: Clerk of the Board 
William Siegel 
JHG 
RBP 
EE 
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memorandum 
T O , • , F R O M Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

Land Development Engineering 
S U B J E C T REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS D A T E 5-6-80 

Board of Supervisors meeting: 5-5-80 

Jjqenda Item No. 17. 

Description: Report from planning Dept. re Morris subdivision, Arnerich Road, 
Tract 5502, File 11 S 76.7. 

Board of Supervisors Action: Accepted report and recommendations from Planning 
Dept. Referred question of improved fire access road back to Staff. 

ATTEST: DONALD M. RAINS 
S * . Clerk of the Board By: Olive V . Zampiceni 

® 9 3 4 8 



Agenda Location: 

ent Calendar | | 

AGENDA 1 TEM TRANSMITTAL 

Date ft'/ivan 

r . Submitted by William M. Siegel 

For B/S meeti n<f on June 2£j 1980 

Agenda Item; TRANSFER OF FUNDS FOR THE PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE 
y' 

4 

It has been reviewed with: 

Environmental Management Agency 
/ i ' • 

Transportation Agency 

Agency for Human Services 
A 

'T 
Law S- Justice Coordinator 

s.x 

Valley Medi cal Center 

Finance & Administration Agency 

Employee Relations 

General Services Agency 

County Counsel . 

County Library 

Other (indicate County 
government organization) 

Process i nig Requirements 

Advisory Committees to be Notified: 

I 
2 3 1389-

R E O R D E R C O D E 9 6 2 9 8 0 
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memorandum / / 

SUBJECT 

TO 

Transportation Agency 

REFERRAL FROM BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

FROM FROM 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

DATE 
March 20, 1978 

Board of Supervisors meeting: March 20, 1978 

Agenda Item No. 3 

Description: Sound wall behind River Glen Hobile HKme Park located off 
Almaden Expressway. 

Board of Supervisors Action: Item was deleted because the mobile home park 
residents were satisfied with information they received? however, Board 
did request that a report be provided soon relative to future clans for 
sound walls. 

ATTEST: DONALD M . RAINS 
Clerk of the Board 

® 9 5 4 S 

By: Martha Frecrcrer 



memorandum » 
FROM 

SUPERVISOR MC CORQUODALE 
Deputy Director for 

LOU MONTINI„ Transp. Development 
iUBJECT 

Major Highway Improvement Projects 
DATE 

February 8 . 1977 

In response to a verbal request from Dennis King of your office we 
have identified the following major highway improvement projects that 
have been implemented by the Transportation Agency since 1972 for the 
subject area (Lawrence Expressway - Route 1.01 Freeway - Evergreen 
Valley Area of San Jose - M t . Hamilton Range - Alameda County) as follows: 

Road Limits Scope Cities 
Affected 

Year of 
Completion 

Total County 
Cos t 

1. Capitol Ave 

2. Lawrence 
Expwy. 

Alum Rock Ave 
to 

McKee R d . 

Route 101 
to 

Route 237 

3. Lawrence 
Expwy. 

4. Montague 
Expwy. 

5 . Montague 
Expwy. 

6. Capitol 
Expwy. 

7. Capitol 
Expwy. 

8 . San Felipe 
Road 

LM:SAB:vlt 

East of 
Sandia 

Route 101 
to 

Route 17 

Route 17 to 
Route 680 

Tully Rd. 

Aborn R d . 

Aborn Rd. 

4 additional San Jose 1976 
lanes (2 to 
6), signal 
modification, 
right of w ay. 

2 additional Sunnyvale 1974 
lanes (4 to 
6) , noise walls, 
signal modifi-
cation, right 
of w a y . 

$1,100,000 

Pedes trian 
overcrossing 

Sunnyvale 1974 

New road, 2 Santa Clara, 1975 
additional San Jose 
lanes, (2 to 4 ) , 
signals, bridge 
modification. 

2 additional San Jose, 1975 
lanes (2 to Milpitas 
4) signals, 
noise walls, 
right of w ay. 

Northwest loop San Jose 1972 
road'. 

Northwest loop San Jose 1974 
road. 

2 additional San Jose 
lanes (2 to 4), 
right of way 

600,000 

100,000 

2,300,000 

1,200,000 

100,000 

100,000 

Not completed 50,000 
(in community 
involvement 
phase). 

cc: Each Supervisor 
Bill Siege1 

R f o r d e r Cooc No-rr»9W077 
@ 26-A REV 2̂7"5" " l 



County of Santa Clara 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 
524 Coun ty A d m i n i s t r a t i o n B u i l d i n g 

70 West H e d d i n g Street 
San Jose, Ca l i f o rn i a 95110 
299-2323 Area C o d e 408 

California 
Date January 25 

* The Board of Supervisors at its meeting of 

Referred to Herb Wylin, County Executive'n 

«tiamiAry 24 
, 19J22. 

77 

* Agenda Item # X. Description City of San Jog© intent to establish 

, Evergreen Area of Benefit for transportation purposes* 

Department 

Directive Study and Recommendation 
Report 
Preparation of Necessary Papers 
Appropriate Action 
Reply to Writer 

Remarks Referred to County Exec for review with County Counsel & Transportation 
f Agency and report on February 7, 1977* 

7 B 4 4 R E V . 9 / 7 1 

ATTEST: DONALD M . RAINS, Clerk of the Board 

By gplen Pohnnnon 



' :caw FOR tUMAJM ONLY FBR I F M * OF THE BOARD J 
Rev! 12/3/76 s> 
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RESOLUTION NO, ^8280 ' ^ ^ 

J P ^ v j 
RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF SAN JOSE SETTING THE TIME AND PLACE FOR 
PUBLIC HEARING TO DETERMINE WHETHER TO v 

ESTABLISH AND IMPOSE FEES TO PAY FOR CON- . 
STRUCTION COSTS OF CERTAIN MAJOR THOROUGH-
FARES AND BRIDGE WITHIN THE PROPOSED 
EVERGREEN PROJECT AREA OF BENEFIT AND 
DIRECTING THE CITY CLERK TO GIVE NOTICE 
OF SUCH HEARING. 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN JOSE: 

The City Council of the City of San Jose does hereby set 

Tuesday, .Ta.nnary 25* * 19 77 , at 7:00 o'clock P.M. 

in the Council Chambers of the- City of San Jose, City Hall, located 

at 801 North First Street, San Jose, California, as the time when 

and the place where it will conduct a public hearing to determine 

whether to establish and impose fees within a certain proposed 

area of benefit hereinafter described pursuant to Section 21000 

of the San Jose Municipal Code to pay for the construction costs 

of certain major thoroughfares whose primary purpose is to carry 

through traffic and provide a network connecting to the State 

Highway System and a certain bridge over a waterway within said 

area of benefit. 

The description of and the boundaries of the proposed area 

of benefit and the major thoroughfares and bridge which is pro-

posed to be included in the proposed project are shown on the 

map consisting of six sheets entitled, "Evergreen Project Area of 

Benefit", attached hereto, market Exhibit
 M
A" and which said map 

and all material therein are hereby incorporated in full herein 

and made a part hereof as though set forth at length herein. 

The estimated constructon (including design, acquisition of 

right of way, administration of construction contracts and actual 

construction) cost of the proposed planned major thoroughfares 

and bridge included in the proposed project is Three Million Nine 

Hundred Eighty Seven Thousand and 00/100 Dollars ($3,987,000.00). 

The proposed method of fee apportionment on undeveloped real 

property (as defined in said Exhibit M A M ) within the proposed area 

of benefit is hereinafter set forth, to wit: 

Fe®7 1977 

/-2</-77 



Resol :*+8280 

$2.10 per square feet of building area of each 
building constructed on each parcel of land used, 
zoned or shown on the City's General Plan as com-
mercial. 

$71,000.00 per acre of each parcel of land used, 
zoned or shown on the City's General Plan as indus-
trial. 

$590.00 for each one family dwelling. 

$516.00 for each dwelling unit in a multiple dwell-
ing. 

$218.00 for each mobilehome lot in a mobilehome 
park. 

Parcel of land as used herein shall mean real 
property shown and identified as a separate piece in • 
the County of Santa Clara Assessor's Secured Tax Roll 
and Assessor's Map Book as of August 3 1 , 1976. 

The above major thoroughfare fees shall be in-
creased in January of each year by a percentage which 
equals the percentage increase in the month of December 
preceding the January for which the increase, if any, 
is imposed, over the month of December of the preceding 
year in the construction cost index for the San Fran-
cisco Bay Area published in the Engineering News Record. 
(For example,if the said construction cost index for 
December, 1 9 7 8 is 5% higher than in December, 1977* the 
major thoroughfare fees as they exist in 1973 shall be 
increased by 5^ in January,- 1979 for the year 1979). 

Dwelling Unit as used herein shall mean a building, 
or portion of a building, planned or designed for use 
as a residence for one family only, living independently 
of other families or persons, and having its own bath-
room and housekeeping facilities included in said unit 
(e.g. a one-family dwelling, and each dwelling unit in 
a multiple dwelling). 

One Family dwelling as used herein shall mean a 
detached building which is planned or designed exclu-
sively for use as one dwelling unit. 

Multiple Dwelling as used herein shall mean a build-
ing, or any part thereof, which is planned or designed 
for use for two or more dwelling units. 

Mobiiehome as used herein shall mean a vehicle de-
signed and equipped for human habitation, including but 
not limited to travel trailers, camp cars, recreational 
vehicles, tent trailers, motor homes, etc. 

Mobilehome Park as used herein shall mean any area 
or tract of land where one or more mobilehome lots are 
rented or leased or held out for rent or lease to ac-
commodate mobilehomes used for human habitation. 

Mobilehome lot as used herein shall mean any area 
or portion of a mobilehome park designated, designed, 
or used for the occupancy of one mobilehome on a temp-
orary, semi-permanent, or permanent basis. 

-2-



The City Clerk of the City of San Jose is hereby authorized 

and directed to give notice of such public hearing by mailing, 

postage prepaid, a copy of this resolution and the form of Notice 

marked Exhibit "B" attached hereto, incorporated herein and made 

a part hereof at least ten (10) calendar days before the hearing 

date to owners of real property within the proposed area of 

benefit and on which major thoroughfare fees may be imposed 

using addresses from the last equalized assessment roll adopted 

prior to the date of hearing. 

ADOPTED this 21st day of December ' , 19 76, 

by the following vote: 

A Y E S : Colla, Garza, Naylor, Pegram, Self, Wilson and Hayes 

NOES: None. 

ABSENT: None. 

Janet Gray Hayes M a y o r 

ATTEST: 

Francis I. Greiner City Clerk 

The hrr-y r 1 is a 
correct / or ; • • 

on fiis hi t!v:s 

Attest: 

F R A N C I S L. G F r u K 

Cirr Cl.rk of tho City erf Jau 

-3-
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E V E R G R E E N P R O J E C T A K E A O F B E ^ E F Q T 

C I T Y OF SAM JOSE, CALIFORNIA 

The following material is hereby designated as being p«rt 

of the nip entitled "Evergreen Project Area of Benefit". 

Boundaries of the Area of Benefit (There is excluded 

from the Evergreen Area of Benefit all developed real 

property, that is, real property which is not undeveloped 

real property as defined hereinafter even though such 

developed real property lies geographically within the 

boundaries nf such area of benefit. 

Major thoroughfares whose primary purpose is to carry 

through traffic »nd provide a networV connecting to 

the State Highway Py*tem. I.ntatlon Hap (I) to fill 

inclusive. 

Bridge over a waterway. Location Map (lt)rMnjor Thorough-

fares as u*ed herein Includes such a bridge. 

Only undeveloped real property (as that term is defined here-

inafter) is included within the Evergreen Project Area of Benefit 

and on which major Thoroughfare fees will bp Imposed as • condition 

to Issuance of a building permit for a new building or buildings 

thereon. Therefore there i« excluded from the Evergreen Project 

Area of Bene fit all developed real property, that is, real property 

which is not undeveloped real property as hereinafter defined even 

though such developed real property lies geographically within the 

boundaries of such area of benefit. Permission by the City to 

improve land as a mobilehome lot shall be considered to be an 

issuance of a building permit for a new building. 

Undeveloped real property shall wean and Include any of the 

following: 

1) Any vacant (unimproved) parcel of land as of August 31, 

1976 or any parcel of land which, as of August 31, 1976, is used 

or toned for agricultural purposes, on which no tentative sap, 

parcel nap or final subdivision nap, P.D., or Site Developoent 

Penait has been approved or Issued as of August 31, 1976 and which 

approval or Issuance has not lapsed or becoae ineffective as of 

August SI, 1976. 

I) Any parcel of land one-half acre or larger in area which, 

as of August 31, 1976, is improved with a dwelling unit or units 

but on which an additional dwelling unit or units could be develop-

ed under the City's General Plan as of March 1976. 

3) Any parcel of land used, zoned or shown on the City's 

General Plan as of March 1976 as connercial or industrial. 

Parcel of land as used herein means real property shown and 

identified as a separa'.e piece in the County of Santa Clara 

Assessors Secured Tax Roll and Assessor's Map Book as of August 31, 

197ft. 

Dwelling Unit *s used herein means a building or portion of a 

building, planned or designed for use as a residence for one family 

only, living independently of other fanllies or persons, and having 

Its own bathroom and I.omeleeping facilities included in said unit 

(e.g.. a one-family dwelling, and each dwelling unit in a Multiple 

dwelling). 

One Fanily Pwelling as used herein means a detached building 

which Is planned or designed exclusively for use as one dwelling 

unit. 

Multiple [Veiling as used herein means a building, or any part 

thereof, which Is planned or de*igned for use for two or more dwell-

ing units. 

Any parcel of land not undeveloped real property as defined 

above as of August 31, 1 9 7 , and therefore, not included in tha 

Evergreen Project Area of Benefit will not thereafter be included 

wjthin said area of benefit even If after /Usust 31, 1976 it becomes 

undeveloped real property within the neaning defined above because 

of changed e1rcunstanees or conditions. 

Any undeveloped real property Included within the Evergreen 

Project Area of Benefit which is not within the corporate limits 

of the City of San Jose shall be liable for payment of aajor 

thoroughfare fees only upon annexation to the City of San Jose of 

vuch real property and as a condition to issuance by the City of 

San Jose of a building per"it foT a new building or buildings on 

such property. Perm!sr.ion by the City to iaprove land as a aoMle-

ho»e lot shall be considered to be an Issuance of a building peralt 

for a new building. Notwithstanding anything herein to the contrary 

the feel to be paid for a particular parcel shall be paid based on 

the use for which a building peralt is applied for. 

Filed in the Office of the City Clerk this / 
u 

day of 

City Clerk and Ex-Officio Clerk 
of the Council of City of San 

H 

5 
X 
X 
u1 
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DETAIL MAP 

See area Dtps, sheets / »nd ̂  for general 
location thereon of Major Thoroughfares and 
portions thereon to be improved and portion! 
thereon to be acquired and improved. Kuaben 
are keyed to numbers on sheets of area aaps. 

TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTKUCT'OiJ COST*J34.000 

SHEET S OF 6 



DETAIL MAP 

QU/M6V f CAP/rOL 
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See area saps, sheet* / 2 for general 
location thereon of Major Thoroughfare* and . 
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NOTICE OF HEARING TO DETERMINE WHETHER 
TO ESTABLISH AND IMPOSE FEES TO CON-
STRUCT CERTAIN MAJOR THOROUGHFARES AND 
BRIDGE WITHIN A CERTAIN PROPOSED AREA 
OF BENEFIT DESCRIBED HEREIN, WHICH FEES 
SHALL BE APPLICABLE TO ALL PROPERTY 
WITHIN THE AREA OF BENEFIT AND SHALL 
BE PAYABLE AS A CONDITION OF ISSUING 
A BUILDING PERMIT FOR A NEW BUILDING 
OR BUILDINGS ON SUCH PROPERTY OR POR-
TIONS THEREOF. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a public hearing on the 

25th day of January , 1977, at 7:00 

O'clock P.M. in the Council Chambers of the City of San Jose in 

the City Hall of said City, located at 801 North First Street, 

San Jose, California, the City Council of the City of San Jose 

will determine whether to establish and impose fees to pay for 

the construction costs of certain major thoroughfares whose pri-

mary purpose is to carry through traffic and provide a network 

connecting to the State Highway System and a certain bridge over 

a waterway within a certain proposed area of benefit hereinafter 

described, which fees shall be applicable to all property within 

the area of benefit and shall be payable as a condition of is-

suing a building permit for a new building or buildings on such 

property or a portion thereof. Permission by the City to improve 

land as a mobilehome lot shall be considered to be issuance of a 

building permit for a new building. 

The proposed boundaries of the area of benefit, the major 

thoroughfares and bridge which are proposed to be included in 

the proposed project are shown on the map consiting of six sheets 

and entitled, "Evergreen Project Area of Benefit,: which said map 

and all material therein are marked Exhibit "A" and attacted to 

"Resolution of the Council of the City of San Jose Setting the 

Time and Place For Public Hearing to Determine Whether to Es-

tablish and Impose Fees to Pay for Construction Costs of Certain 

Major Thoroughfares and Bridge Within the Proposed Evergreen Pro-

ject Area of Benefit and Directing the City Clerk to Give Notice 

of Such Hearing" incorporated therein in full and made a part 

thereof as though set forth at length therein. 

- 1 - EXH(BIT "B" 



The estimated construction ccost of the proposed planned 

major thoroughfares and bridge, included in the proposed project 

is Three Million Nine Hundred Eighty Seven Thousand and 00/100 

Dollars ($3,987,000.00). 

The proposed method of fee apportionment within the pro-

posed area of benefit is set forth in "Resolution of the Council 

of the City of San Jose Setting the Time and Place for Public 

Hearing to Determine Whether to Establish and Impose Fees to Pay 

for Construction Costs of Certain Major Thoroughfares and Bridge 

Within the Proposed Evergreen Project Area of Benefit and Direct-

ing the City Clerk to Give Notice of Such Hearing". 

The boundaries of the area of benefit, the actual or esti-

mated construction cost of the planned thoroughfares and bridge 

included in the proposed project, a fair method of allocation of 

such cost to the area of benefit and apportionment of fees within 

the area of benefit will be established at said public hearing. 

At any time before the time set for the public hearing, any 

owner of property to be benefited by the proposed thoroughfares 

or bridge, included in the proposed project for which proposed 

fees are to be required, and whose property lies within the area 

of benefit, that is, owners of undeveloped real property as that 

term is defined in said Exhibit "A" may file a written protest 

with the City Clerk. Such written protest must contain a de-

scription of property owned by the protester sufficient to iden-

tify same, be signed by the owner, be accompanied by written evi-

dence that such real property is undeveloped real property as 

defined in said Exhibit "A", and if the signers are not shown on 

the last equalized assessment roll as the owners of such property, 

contain or be accompanied by written evidence that such signers 

are the owners of such property. All such protests shall be 

delivered to the City Clerk and no other protests or objections 

shall be c onsidered at the time set for hearing. Any person 

who has filed such a written protest may appear at said public 

hearing and be heard on the matter. The City Council shall hear 

and pass upon all protests made as above provided. If the City 



I 

Council finds that there is a written protest made as above 

provided by the owners of more than one-half of the area of 

property of the area to be benefited that is undeveloped real 

property as defined in said Exhibit !,AM by the construction of 

the thoroughfares and bridge included in the project and suffi-

cient protests are not withdrawn so as to reduce the area repre-

sented by protests to less than one-half of that to be benefited, 

then the proposed proceedings shall be abandoned and the City 

Council shall not for one (1) year from the filing of such 

written protest commence or carry on any proceedings under the 

provisions of Section 21000 of the San Jose Municipal Code for 

imposition of fees to fund the construction of the same thorough-

fares or bridge so protested against. 

Any questions regarding any of the above may be directed 

to Ernest R . Walker, Department of Public Works, City Hall, 

Room 308, 801 N . First Street, San Jose, CA 95110. Telephone: 

277-4693. 

DATED: IPecer^be*- £ £ , M T 6 

City of San Jose 

-3-
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"HUB OF THE FAJWLOVS SANTA CLARAVALU'M' 

75 NORTH CENTRAL AVENUE • CAMPBELL. CALIFORNIA 95003 • TELEPHONE (4081 378-3141 

May 5 , 1975 

Hon. Dan A. McCorquodale 
Supervisor, District #3 ' 
Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 

Dear Dan: 

As requested, I discussed your advocacy of reconsideration of Santa 
Clara County assuming the responsibility for the major distributor and 
arterial thoroughfares regardless of whether they are in the incorporated 
or unincorporated areas, with the City Council at their last regular 
meeting on April 28, 1975. The Council unanimously rejected this idea 
as they did at one other meeting when it was discussed by the staff 
which resulted from some discussions between Mr. Pott and the Public 
Works Directors of the cities in Santa Clara County. 

The City of Campbell has expended manv thousands of dollars in the 
rebuilding and improvements to-its;:major-thoroughfares and arterial -
streets'vHthin its city limits. These projects have been funded 
through our gas tax program but the main portion of the money has 
come from general obligation bond issues which have been successfully 
approved by the electorate. The City Council was most emphatic in its 
decision to consider the streets which lie within its city limits as 
its responsibility and the maintenance and improvements of residential 
streets and the expressways as a responsibility of Santa Clara County. 

The, City of Campbell and the County of Santa Clara have in the past 
worked together on joint projects where a street has required 
improvements and lies within both the City 3nd Santa Clara County 
and we hope that this kind of cooperation may continue. 

Vie trust that this response will indicate the position of the City of 
Campbell in regard to the request outlined in your letter of April 15th. 

Respectfully, 

/u/^if' 
Russell Hammer, Mayor 
CITY OF CAMPBELL . 

RJHrajr 
cc: Campbell City Council 

William G. Wren, Public Works'Director 

CULl S Z ^ J ^ j L J 



Qoanty of Santa Clar M 

Transportation Agency 

County Office Building 
20 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 95110 

Catifornia 
TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

Page 1 of 1 

S : D . 

DATE: November 29, 1974 

FOR: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF December 17 , 1 9 7 4 

FROM: Charles Battersby, Asst. Director 
/ 

TITLE: Citizen Participation in Clean-Up Programs 

DESCRIPTION: 

The Transportation Agency has received a communication from M r . Darell H . 
deNeveu relating to the participation by private organizations, such as 
the Boy Scouts, in a litter clean-up of public facilities, specifically 
county highways. A copy of Mr. deNeaveu's letter is appended. 
There is certainly an abundant supply of litter along the county highway 
system. The Transportation Agency has attempted to cope with this prob-
lem for many years and has been s u c e s s f u l i n maintaining the level of lit-
ter within reasonable bounds. 
The Transportation Agency has cooperated in community plant-ins on the 
highway system for some years. These programs have been highly success-
ful and have partially changed the attitude of many of us toward the re-
lationship of the various parties to the'highway. That program has served 
to make the community feel that it is an active participant in the opera-
tion and maintenance of the highway system. It is likely that a similar 
program could be worked out to handle a volunteer trash pick-up program 
as suggested by M r . deNeveu. Such a program would involve some Agency 
personnel so that proper traffic control.procedures could be instituted 
similar to those used in the. plant-ins. It would be necessary that the 
participating groups be large enough so that an appreciable stretch of 
road could be cleaned up to justify the expenditure of the public re-
sources in providing the necessary traffic control and the other logis-
tics support necessary to the program. 

It is recommended that the Agency be authorized to meet with representa-
tives of the Boy Scouts of' America, Santa Clara County Council, to see if 
such a program could be developed. 

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 

r / Attachment 

cc: LM, RMS 

OF SANTA CLARA C O U N T Y D E C 1 7 1974 

DONALD M. RAINS, Glerk of the Board 

£2. BY 
R.Chapman 5 ff.C.C.Council of Boy Scouts 
Darell H. D. deNeveu 

APPROVED: 

AGENDA DATA: DATE 

JAMES POTT 

DEC 1 7 1974 

* HOWARD CAMPEN 

BOARD ACTION: 

ITEM NO 

ZZ 755 Rev 2/69 

DEC 1 7 1974 
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Noverube r 11, 1c) 74 

Santa Clara County 
Dept of Transportation 
D i r e c t o r : M r. J am e s T. Po 11 

1555 Berger Drive 
San Jose, California 95112 

To Everyone Concerned: 

Our city streets, county roads, and state freeways should be an embaras-
ment to everyone who uses them, "LITTER-ALLEY" speaking. The latter of the 
three is by far the worst. 

s / 
I wouLd like to propose a volunteer county wide service project super-

vised by th6 adult members of the Boy Scouts of America, Santa Clara County 
Council. This projects goal would be the policing, if you will, of all forms 
of trash dumped along our county thorough-fares. 

This is no small task and would require the coordinated cooperation of 
all the organizations listed below, and no doubt some 1 have not mentioned. 
It would require much planning to determine the most logical approach, the 
safety measures, the publicity, the equipment required (i.e. V e s t s F l a g s , 
Signs, Containers, Trucks - some of which the various transportation depart-
ments might consider making available, or volunteering to operate for the .very 
worthwhile project. ) 

There have been marches, for one charity or another, the past few years 
in which the law enforcement agencies have been very helpful by patroling the 1 

routes etc. I am proposing this same kind of cooperation for this task. I 
realise the cVin ro f lis ini_ ̂  i c im no ci ̂  cAnig points, v/hich v.'cu 1 d rule 
out this plan. I also know that there are stretches of the same highway where 
the shoulders are very wide and would be safe under proper supervision. 

If one phase of this effort can not be agreed upon by the various agencies, 
please do not rule out the feasibility of the remainer. I would hope we could 
all keep an open mind regarding this task and at least meet and discuss it. 

We have a wonderful opportunity to make our county the envy of California 
and the nation, by cleaning up our own garbage. (i.e. b o t t l e s , c a n s , paper, 
cups, clothing, metal, etc.) Perhaps it would inspire our fellow commuters 
from continuing to display their bad habits on our highways. 

While' the whole poinl of this letter is to solicit the help and cooperation 
of all the organizations being addressed, this service project could also help 
Lhe Boy SeouLs of America (at the individual troop level). I would propose that 

DEC 1 ? 1974. 



* • 
the portion of the trash that is re-cycleable be turned over to the various troops 
who participate in the clean up. The remainer to be deposited at the closest 
municipal dump at no charge to the Scouts. 

DHDd/jma 

Thank you for your kind attention, 

f t f - " 

S DareII H. D. deNeveu 
569 Elvis Drive 
San Jose, California 95123 
Troop #223 
Santa Clara County Council 

cc: 

San Jose Police Dept. 
Chief Robert Murphy 
201 W. Mission 
San Jose, California 95110 

Boy Scouts of America 
Santa Clara County Council 
Mr. Bob Chapman-Asst Scout Executive 
2095 Park Avenue 
San Jose, California 95126 

City of San Jose 
Mayor: Norman Mineta/Janet Gray Hayes 
801 N. First Street 
San Jose, California 95110 

California Highway Patrol 
Commissioner Lanza 
P.O. Box #898 
Sacramento- California 95S04 

San Jose Dept of Transportation 
Director - Mr. Anthony Turturici 
801 N. First Street 
San Jose, California 95110 

San Jose Mercury 
Managing Editor: Mr. Ben Hitt 
750 Ridder Park Drive 
San Jose, California 95190 

Santa Clara County Sheriff's Office 
Sheriff J. Geary 
180 W. Hedding 
San Jose, California 95110 

San Jose News 
Managing Editor: Mr. Frank Bonanno 
750 Ridder Park Drive 
San Jose, - California 95190 



I ' County of Santa C!ar| 
California 

Department of Public Works 
1555 Berger Drive , r > 

San Jose, California 95112 

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

Page 1 of 1 

S.D. 

DATE 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF March 12 

February 27, 1974 

, 19 74 

Larson, Engineering Services, Public Works 

TITLE: Report on Ray-Nor Park Street Lights 

DESCRIPTION: 

On May 2 , 1972 , the Board o-f Supervisors considered .a communication 
from Mrs. Oden, secretary of the Ray-Nor Park Improvement Association, 
requesting the County to investigate the possibility of installing 
additional street lights in the Ray-Nor Park area.. The reason cited 
was increased crime. The matter was referred to the Department of 
Public Works for a report. 

A review of the street lights in the general area showed that 
the existing street light system, which consists of lights on wood 
poles, did not conform to County standards for new subdivisions. A 
repi-e^en Lati ve of the Department of Public works discussed the matter 
with Mrs. Oden and attended an Association meeting on May 18, 19 72. 
At the meeting, the Association requested that a street light be 
installed on each existing pole on the various streets. It was ex-
plained that this was impractical and not in accordance with adopted 
standards. 

After some period of discussion and planning, a compromise plan 
that more closely approximates County standards was finally approved 
by the Association on February 12, 19 74. A precise spacing in accordance 
with adopted standards for new subdivisions is not practical because 
of the necessity to use existing wood poles. A connection order was 
issued to PG£E on February 14, 1974, authorizing the installation of 
25 new lights and the relocation of 7 existing lights. The company 1s 
normal material and installation time is approximately 90 days. 

It is recommended that this report be accepted., 

DPL: dv ^TlX 

Attachment 

cc: Richard L. Daniels, President 
Ray-Nor Park Improvement Association 

/ . -PPROVED: JAMES P O T T ^ ^ j ? HOWARD CAMPEN 

AGENDA DATA: DATE: BOARD ACTION: 

ITEM NO 

MAR 1 21974̂  
*l 

/ 7 5 5 R E V 2 / 7 3 
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April 17,1972 

Dear Sir: 

I have been asked to write.to you on behalf of the Raynor 
Park Improvement Association to see if we could have our street 
lighting situation looked into. 

In vaew of the fact that the lighting has been here for a good MX^E 
many 'years and. the fact that crime is on the increase we are X . 
wondering if there is a way that we could get either more lights 
or brighter ones in this area. 

Thankyou 

(Mrs) Lynn Oden sec. 
1544 Eleanor way 
Santa Clara, Calif.95051 

1 * 

MAY a 1972. ^ r 
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February 14, 1973 

Mr. Richard Daniels, Secretary 
Ray-Nor Park Improvement Association 
4800 Marion Way 
Santa Clara, Ca. 95051 

Dear Mr. Daniels: 

V?e have received your letter relating to street lighting 
in Ray-Nor Park. I have talked with Public Uorks and they 
indicated that the information you have related to us in 
your letter, namely, that of putting a light on every pole, 
is what they have been waiting for. 

I am forwarding a copy of your letter to the Public works 
Department. They have tried to contact members of your 
association various times but have been unable to do so by 
telephone. If you could call M r . Devincenzi at 299-2871, 
he would be very happy to discuss this matter with you. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Gary F. Voecks 

Assistant Clerk of the Board 

GFV:dv 

cc: Art Devincenzi, Public Works 



3 February 1973 

Board of Supervisors — - — 
County of Santa Clara 
Room 524, County Administration Building 
70 Vest Hedding Street _ 
San Jose, California 95110 

Dear Sir, 

In April 1972, a letter was sent by Mrs. Lynn Oden, Secretary 
of the Ray-Nor Park Improvement Association, regarding street 
lighting i^Ray-Nor park. __ _ 

On May the Association Secretary received a letter stating 
our communication was placed on the board's agenda for Tuesday, 
May 2, 1972 and was referred to the Department of Public Vorks on 
May 3, 1972 for report and further consideration. As of this 
date the Association has- had no word as to what action was taken 
by the board. The Association would be most appreciative if you 
could find out and let us^ know what action was taken by the Depart-
ment of Public Vorks . 

_ . As a matter. of._information, .at. our--September 21, 1972 regular 
meeting, a vote was taken and passed by the members to have lighting 
put on every pole in Ray-Nor park. 

If further information is needed, please don't hesitate to 
communicate with me. Thanking you in advance. 

Mr. Richard L. Daniels, Secretary 
Ray-Nor Park Improvement Association 
4800 Marion Way 
Santa Clara, California 95051 



RECEIVED 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

ft6 6 II 30 AH '73 
C O U N T Y OF 

SANTA C L A R A 



Office of the Board of Supervisors " 
524 County Admin is t ra t i on Bu i ld ing 

County of Santa Cla f ^ H F 70 West Hedd ing Street 

San Jose, Ca l i fo rn ia 95110 
299-2323 Area Code 408 

California 
Date Mav 4, 1972 , 19 

The Board of Supervisors at its meeting of May 2, 1972 , 19 

Referred to public Works Department 

Agenda Item # 47 Description Communication from Ray-Nor Park Improvement 

Assn. re improvement of street lighting system. 

Directive Study and Recommendation 
XX Report 

Preparation of Necessary Papers 
Appropriate Action 
Reply to Writer 

Remarks See copy of attached letter. 

ATTEST: DONALD M . RAINS, Clerk of the Board 

( § 7 6 4 4 R E V . 9 / 7 1 R Y D . C O F A B 



D O F S U P E 

. B O U N T Y O F S A N ? M 
y i s o R S 

C L A R A 
R O O M 5 2 4 , / C O U N T Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N B U I L D I N G 
70 WEST HED DING ST. / SAN JOSE. C ALI FO RN1A*95 1 10/299-2323 

* 

M r s . Zffim Oden* Secretary 
Ray-Bar P a r k Inproveaent Association 
2544 Eleanor W a y 
S a n t a Clara* California 9 5 0 5 1 

A p r i l 2 1 , 1972 

YOUR COMMUNICATION REGARDING street l i f t i n g i n Raynor P a r k 

Tuesday* ® * y Z9 1972* WAS PLACED O N THE BOARD'S AGENDA FOR 

\ 

. YOUR COMMUNICATION WAS 

. • DEFERRED TO THE BOARD MEETING OF 

REFERRED TO ̂  the Department o f public w o r k s 

k b 

REMARKS-.. 

/ • FOR STUDY A N D RECOMMENDATION. 
/ 

S F O R REPORT AND FURTHER CONSIDERATION BY THE BOARD 

• OTHER 

m y 3 , 1972 

' ii 

i) i 
\ \ • i 
.1 h 

L i 

m 

IT WAS '.THE DECISION OF THE BOARD O N 

• FILED FOR PUBLIC RECORD 

Q - REFERRED FOR APPROPRIATE ACTION TO 

REMARKS: 

THAT THE 

• GRANTED • DENIED • ADOPTED • OTHER 

V 

BE: 

/ f 

"N 

CCs Public W o r k s D e p t . (w/copy O d e n ltr) 

Donald M. Rains 
C L E R K / B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

BY. 

FILE COPY 
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County of Santa Clg 
California 

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

P*g«l of 1 

otMXIe 
1959 Strgir Ortot 
C*M*m M11* 

S.D. All 

DATE: Kovember ^ 1 9 7 3 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF unvurUiftr ?fl , 19 73 

Larson, Manager, Engineering Services, Public Works 

TITLE: Recommendation to Discontinue Reports on Deeds and Deferred 
Improvement Agreements 

DESCRIPTION: 

This office is seeking ways to decrease overhead costs and im-
prove service to the public with the presently authorized staff. 
One way of helping to do this is to eliminate non-essential paper 
work. 

By resolution of the Board of Supervisors dated July 29, 1969 
the Director of Public Works was authorized to accept deeds for re-
cording. Another resolution dated December 16, 1969 authorized the 
Director to accept deferred improvement agreements. These deeds and 
deferred improvement agreements are being reported to the Board oer-
iodically after they have been recorded. The reports are of infor-
mational value but serve no essential purpose and possibly could be 
eliminated. 

During the fiscal year Tuly I , 19 72 to July 1 , 19 73 a total of 
60 3 deeds and deferred improvement agreements were reported to the 
Boartf of Supervisors. These reports consumed approximately 3^0 man 
hours within the Department and 22 tC00 sheets of Xerox paper. The 
total departmental cost including labor and overhead, xerox machine 

+a <*"<{ >1o a YVMiehlV £3800. Of). & AA 1 + -» • 1 Jk -Additional time and costs are 
the Clerk of the Board 1s office in 

W V I » -i U C W f W b * — - — — ^ -

arid materials w&a roughly $3800.00, 
incurred by others, particularly t* 
processing the agenda material 

It is recommended that reports to the Board of Supervisors on 
deeds and deferred improvement agreements submitted in connection 
with private land development projects be discontinued. 

DPL:cd 

/ 
"APPROVED: JAMES POTT H ' 

AGENDA DATA: DATE 

ITEM NO: 

HOWARD CAMPSJ^ggjjj^ 

BOARD ACTION: . 

MOV 201373 ff 



f 
Department of Public Works 

1555 Berger Drive 
San Jose, California 95112 

California 
TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM S.D. All 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF 

Page of 

October 16 

DATE: October 1, 1973 

19 73 

FROM: MONTINI, PUBLIC WORKS, ENGINEERING 

TITLE: REPORT ON COUNTY COOPERATIVE HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS 

DESCRIPTION: 
On June 26, 1£73 the Board of Supervisors requested a report on 

the extent of County cooperative highway improvement projects. 

The attached report indicates that* the County participated in 15 
joint agency projects for the 3-year period fiscal year 1970-71 to fiscal 
year 1972-73. (This report does not include resurfacing projects or 
contract work done by the County for other jurisdictions.) The County's 
cost was $2,200,000. Annexation to the cities involved has occurred on 
approximately half of these projects. 

It is estimated that approximately $2,400,000 will be budgeted for 
similar cooperative highway projects over the current and next fiscal 
.years . 

In view of the above, the Department of Public Works is working 
with the Transportation Commission (Highways and Bikeways Committee) to 
investigate the feasibility of operating and maintaining highways in 
Santa Clara County by functional classification rather than by juris-
dictional boundaries. It is expected that a report and recommendation 
on this matter will be forwarded to the Transportation Commission in 
the near future. 

LM:vlh 

attachments 

cc: CB 
JLC 
SAB 

APPROVED: JAMES HOWARD CAMPEN 

AGENDA DATA: • DATE: 

ITEM NO: 

BOARD 



l l i i i r a i i l l l i 
.̂ r X iwwul.ni.«*r>fingBicv»r»irii»«-jr.r.iaUfa*-ja•nuiMtumra 
k v "TO FROM 
i j jj LOU MONTI NI.:. Ass't, Co, Engr. SCOTTY BRUCE, Sr. Civil Engr. 
j . j!" subject" ~ "" ** " ~ DATE' 
\ __ Y f r ^ f f i , j e „ c t s ancl Annexa t1 on Ac t iv i t y Au gus t 17, 197 f 

Reference is made to A1 Chan's memo to me.dated August 17, 1973. 

Our research indicates this Division participated in 15 cooperative 
(or joint agency) projects for the 3-year period commencing in fiscal 
year 1970-71 and ending in fiscal year 1972-73. 

The County's cost participation in- these 15 projects was as 
follows: 

Right of Way. - $.1,135,000 

Cons true tion $ 1, 06.5, 000 

Total $2,2.00,000 

Of these 15 joint agency projects subsequent annexation has 
occurred on seven or about 47%. 

A more significant statistic is that of the 10 such agreements 
executed in fiscal year 1970-71 and fiscal year 1971-72, & (607o) 
l i c l V t" ceceilv3xa suu3cc^uent flnnsxfition 

In view of the above information it is my opinion that joint 
agency road projects do, by their very nature, spur private develop-
ment; and annexation adjacent to the newly improved road. This is 
because the future liability of improving the road by the City and/or 
the property owner is shifted in total or in part to the County. 

On the other hand we enter into these agreements because the 
existing conditions warrant improvements in safety, capacity and 
congestion relief characteristics. Without joint effort through 
city-county roadway improvement projects, many of these substandard 
and/or deficient sections would not be developed or redeveloped for 
years. In brief, what I am saying is that we cannot expect, nor 
should we expect, the same degree of development and annexation activity 
to occur if a roadway is either developed by government action or is 
left up to the responsibility of land development procedures. 

The approved road budget for fiscal year 1973-74 contains 
approximately $600,000 for joint agency highway 1 improvement projects. 

4 

In addition the proposed road budget for fiscal year 1974-75 
will contain more than $1,800,000 for joint agency projects. It 
should be noted that the majority of this money is associated with 
2 projects to be improved in cooperation with the City of San Jose: 
(1) Capitol Avenue between Alum Rock Ave. and McKee Road; and (2) 
San Felipe Road between Aborn Road and Yerba Buena Road. 

SAB:vlh 
a ttachment 

\ sP 



N f c M h M d r a 
l y ' t ^ - - ' — -* t f r o m " " ~ 

i SCOTTY BRUCE, -Sr. Civil Engr. AL CHAN, Project Engr, 
Yf ~ DATE jV ^ jHifuEUECT 

LAfojP'^ Statistics on Co-op Projects August 17, 1973 

..The following are co-op projects which involved road 
improvement ov signal installation since 1970. Our research has 
indicated that some annexation activities have occurred since the 
County had executed the co-op agreement with various agencies. 

As indicated in the table, about half of these co-op 
projects resulted in some annexation activities subsequent to the 
improvement. 

Other co-op projects not indicated in the table are projects 
involving resurfacing of roadways. Our research indicated that 
resurfacing doe's not encourage any significant amount of 
annexation, 

AKC/tab 

26 A 



Road S Nature of F.Y. Agencies Co. Other 
Project Improvement Agreement Contributing Cost Agencies 
Limits Executed Funds Cost 

Total 
Cost 

Tmpr'o v e rne n't 

Annexation j 
Since -'y 

H 

Bascom 
Ave. 
(Stevens 
Cr. to 
Union) 

Rd. Impr 1970 State 
San Jose 
Campbell 

R/W S.J. 
645 ,000. Const. 
Const. 268,100 

426,400 Camp, 
Const. 
20 ,600 
State 
658 ,800 

2,019,900 Yes 

o 
\ j 

o 

h? 
Bascom 
Ave . 
(Hamilton 
to Apricot) 

Rd. ImDr. 19.70 State 
Campbell 43 ,100 Campbell 

157,500 
State 
157,600 

363,200 Ye! 

Bascom 
Ave. 
(Union 
to Fruitdale) 

Rd. Impr. 19 70 State R/W* 
San Jose 259,000 
Campbell Const. 

205,000. 

San Jose 
396 ,000 
Camp. 
3,000 
State 
518,000 

1,381,000 Yes 

Bascom 
Ave. 
(@ Fruit-
dale Ave.) 

1970 San Jose 15 ,500 San Jose 31,000 No 
15,500 

CO 

Monterey Rd. Rd. Imp. Feb.*70 State 100,000 No 
(Alma to Assessment San Jose max, 
Curtner) District R/W 



I@i v'A 
Road S 
Project 
Limits 

Nature of 
Improvement 

!\Y. Agencies 
Agreement Contributing 
Executed Funds 

Co, Other Total Annexation 
Cost Agencies Cost Since 

Cost Improvement 

'< * * 

Q 
L. 

J - ' 1 1 

C/3 J-JJCO 
r+ yio 

•S3 
CS.C-i • 

--a 

I. 

Blossom 
Hill @ 
Kooser 
Pearl 
CahaIan 

Signal 
Installation Aug. 1 70- ;an Jose 35,845 San Jose 

89,289 125,134 Yes 

Prospect 
Rd. 
(Saratoga 
Cr. to 
Johnson) 

Spot 
Road 
Improvement 

June T 71 San Jose 
Saratoga 25,000 

Contribution Yes 

pect Prob 
Rd. 
(English 
to Brookr-

Road 
Improvement 

June T71 San Jose 
Saratoga 

98 .155' 124,925 
Total 

22 3 j 080 Y e s 

Glen) 

Snell Rd. Road 
@ Future Improvement 
West Valley 
Frwy. 

Apr.
 1

71 San Jose 1 5 , 0 0 0 
Contri. 

No 

Daves Ave. 
Daves Cr. 

Culvert S 
Rd. Impr, 

Mav T 72 Monte 
Sereno 

6.000 
Contri 

No 

fy r+. 
t_n 
b 
rh 
H* 
O 
Ui 
O 
i3 

o 

0 
<0, 

ri 
1 I. 

ft 
o 
ch 

o 
H) 
H 
I* 
03 ^ 
d 
o 
rt 

!,> 
(jq 
£ 
<r+ 

M 

toj 

4 

o? 



m\ 

Road S 
Project-
Limits 

Nature of 
Improvement 

F.Y. 
Agreement 
Executed 

Agencies 
Contributing 
Funds 

Co. Other 
Cost Agencies 

Cost 

Blossom 
Hill @ 
Harwood 
Blossom 
Hill @ 
Leigh 
S. Bascom 
@ Samaritan 

Signal 
Installation Sept. T 72 

Los Gato: 
San Jose 

2 1 , 0 0 0 

Camden Ave. 
(Bose to 
Trinidad) 

Rd. 
improve Jan. 173 San Jose 25 ,0.00. 

Contrib 

Moorpark Rd. 
Ave. ® Improve. 
Race 

June ' 73 San Jose R/W S.J. 
30 ,000 40,000 

Constr. 
-80,000-

120 ,000 No 
Plus 
R/W 

Winchester Rd. Impr, Aug. 2/73 Santa Clara 15,000 No 
Ave. (Stevens 

Aug. 
Contrib. 

Cr. to 
Be H o m y ) 

Capitol Ave. Rd. Impr. 
(McKee to 
Alum Rock) 

June '73 San Jose 
100,000 

R/W 
50,000 -

Constr. 

No, 
when project 
ultimately 
improved 
roadway will 
be annexed to 
city.. 

o 

s I 

M 



Ofllco of Ihc County Counsel 
507 County Admin is t ra t ion Bu i ld ing 

70 West Hcdd ing Street 
S a n J o s e , C a l i f o r n i a 95110 

. 299-2111 Area Codo 400 

California Will iam M. Sie^ef, County Counsel 

July 1 7 / 1972 

• « 
County of Santa Clara 

Dr. Harold T . Santee, Superintendent 
Palo Alto Unified School District 
25 Churchill Avenue 
Palo Alto, California 94306 

Subject: School district may no longer participate in' 
expense of installation of traffic control 
signal. ^ 

Dear Dr. Santee: 

On Wednesday, June 13; 1972, it came to my attention 
that your school district, working in conjunction with the 
County of Santa Clara, has proposed to contribute up to 
$8,000 toward the cost of installation of a traffic control 
•signal across Stanford Avenu^ for purposes of facilitating 
student access from a portion of the Stanford Campus directly 
to Lucille M . Nixon Elementary School. (See Board of Super-
visors Agenda for 7/11/72, item #17.) The purpose of this 
letter is to advise you that we have just learned that -.1971 
legislation repealed your authority to contribute to -the 
cost of such a traffic control signal as of May 3, 1972. 

• Concerned parents in the vicinity of Nixon Elementary 
School requested installation of a traffic control device 
across Stanford Avenue. If the "warrants" (e.g. guidelines 
established by appropriate local authority) had been met 
in the vicinity of Nixon School, the County of Santa Clara 
would have installed signals and.paid for them, all as 
required by 'California' Vehicle Code sections 21372 and 
21373. However, the warrants are not met in this case. 

•. t': .. v 
California Vehicle Code section 21367 was the source 

of authority for school districts to contribute funds 
toward the installation of traffic control devices which 
either abut upon or are adjacent to a school. Section 21367 
was specifically amended.in 1965 (Stats. 1965, Ch. 1976, p . 
4502, §1) to require that one-half the cost of flashing 
signals be paid by school districts and to allow up to one-
half the cost of official traffic control signals to be paid 
by school districts at their discretion. Since 1965, section 
21367 has been the legal source for agreements between school 



• 4 

-2- . July 17, 1972 

districts and local jurisdictions, including the County 
of Santa Clara f whereby a school district contributes up to 
one-half the cost of traffic control signals. 

/ 
However, Assembly Bill 1061 (Burke), approved and filed 

on July 1, 1971, repealed section 21367 of the Vehicle Code.* 
(Stats.' 19 61, Ch. 253, p . , §1.) No attempt was made 
by the Legislature to introduce a comparable statute. Instead, 
the "flashing signal" aspects of 21367 were transferred 
by A.B. 1061 to Vehicle Code section 21372 so that now, if 
the warrants are m e t , the total cost of installation of all 
traffic control devices near schools (for the purpose of 
protecting students going to and from school) must be 
borne;by the appropriate local' jurisdiction rather than 
the school district. (Vehicle Code section 21373.) With 
the repeal of 21367 school districts lost their authority 
to contribute to signalization, whether the warrants are 
met or not. 

I 
I I recognize that thi4 information, which has just 

come to the attention of thi^f office, will have a direct 
impact on the possibility of'installing traffic control 
signals near Nixon School. However, it appears that the 
•Legislature consciously intended to remove school district 
authority to contribute to such installation. If any .. . 
modification is in order, recourse to. further legislation 
is required. Until the substance of 21367 is reinacted, it 
is our view that school districts may not contract to pay 

• a share of signalization costs, such authority having expired 
•on May 3 of this year. / 

^ Very truly .yours, 

WILLIAM M . SJ/EGEL 
County Counsel 

• Leland^v-Stephenson \ • 
Deputy7p2>unty Counsel 

LDS: lg 
cc: Board of Supervisors / 

Howard W . Campen / 
James T. Pott / 

V ^ o u i s Montini 
Gerald Thompson . .. . 
William Siegel 

*Note that the repeal of 21367 became effective on May 3, 1972, 
instead o£ March 4, 1972, the effective date for all other 
legislation. This occurred because' a 1971 omnibus statute pro-
vided that the operative date of Vehicle Code sections is the 
121st day after adjournment of the session, rather than the 6ist 
day as provided by the constitution. (Veh.Code §1.5, Stats. 1971 
Ch. 450, p . , §1, urgency, effective August 2, 1971.) 



# OrZ-

October 5, 1971 

A . J . Raisch Paving Co, 
99 Pullman Way 
San Jose, California 

Subject: Bid submitted for Resurfacing of Uvas Road, 
Daves Avenue, Westmont Ave., Pollard Rd., 
and for supplying 500 Survey Monument Boxes 

Gentlemen: 

This is to advise that the Board of Supervisors on 
October 5, 1971 rejected all bids for the subject 
contract. 

This project will be readvertised next Spring at which 
time you will again be invited to bid* 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Donald M . Rains 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

DMR:bg 

cc: Public Works 



# 

October 5, 1971 

Leo F. Piazza Paving Co. 
985 Blossom Hill Road 
San Jose, California 95123 

Subject: Bid submitted for Resurfacing of Uvas Road, 
Daves Avenue, Westmont Ave*, Pollard Rd., 
and for supplying 500 Survey Monument Boxes 

Gentlemen: 

This is to advise that the Board of Supervisors on 
October 5, 1971 rejected all bids for the subject 
contract. 

This project will be readvertised next Spring at which 
time you will again be invited to bid. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

DMR:bg 

cc: Public Works 

Donald M . Rains 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 



County of Santa CSara 

Department of Public Works 
County Office Building 
20 West Hedding Street 

San Jose. California 95110 

California L _ _ 
September 30, 1971 

RESURFACING OF UVAS ROAD, DAVES AVENUE, WESTMONT AVENUE, POLLARD 

ROAD, AND FOR SUPPLYING 500 SURVEY MONUMENT BOXES. 

GRANITE CONSTRUCTION CO. 

PIAZZA PAVING CO. 

f" RAISCH PAVING CO. 

ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE $ 0 0 0 . OO 

4 

An Equal Opportunity Employer OCT 5 1971 



•
Department of Public Works 

County Office Building 
20 West Hedding Street 

u u u m j v r i u a i i i c i v i a i a w San Jose, California 95110 California e _ , _ 1Q71 
September 30, 1971 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 

Gentlemen: 

The Engineer 1s estimate for Resurfacing of Uvas Road, 

Daves Avenue, Westmont Avenue, Pollard Road, and for supplying 

500 Survey Monument Boxes is $ 7 D ; /^yrgD • 

Respectfully submitted, 

— ^ T T ^ t ( — • 
JAMES T. POTT 
Director of Public Works 

JTP:js 

i 
An Equal Opportunity Employer 



PROOF OF PUBLICATION 
{2013.5 £ . r P.) 

LOS GATOS /IMSS - SARATOGA OB:.<RVER 
Bo-; 187, Los G atos 3 5 ' -390t 

d e c e i v e d 
BOAR ; OF SIJPEPV5S0RS 

litis spr-e is forth© Coun 
dtf /J 11 31 

C O U N T Y OF 
SANTA C L A R A 

'« Fifng 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
County of Santa Clara 
I am a citizen of the United States a r ' lre ~w.il cf 
the County aforesaid; I am over the a^e u, eighteen 
years, and not a party to or interested in the above-
entitled matter. I am the principal clerk of the printer 
of the Los Gatos Tines - Saratoga Observer, a news-
paper of general circulation, printed and published 
Tuesday and Friday in the Town of Los Gatos, Cali-
fornia, Couniy of Santa Clara, and which r ewspaper 
has been adjudged a newspaper cf general circula-
tion by the Superior Court cf the County of Santa 
Clara, State of California, under the date of 

May 28, 

Case Number-83S31 i -.that the notice 
of winch the annexed is a printed copy (set in type 
not smaller than nonpareil), has been published in 
each regular and entire issue of said newspaper and 
not in any supplement thereof on the following dates, 

Sept. I k . 21, to - "If ' ' 

ail in the year 19- 7 1 

1 certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct 

Dated at Los Gatos, California, this- 21 

day of- Sept. 

( / Signature 

(3kk5) 

Proof of Publication of 

NOTICE TO BTDDFRq 

Paste Clipping 
of Notice 
SECURELY 

in This Space 

" NOTICE TO BIDDERS 
Notice is hereby given that 

sealed bids will be received 
by the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, State of 
California, in the Office of 
the Clerk, County - Ad-
ministration Building, Room 
524, 70 West Hedding Street, 
San Jose, California, 95110, 
up to 2:00 o'clock p.m., SEP 
30, 1971 for the resurfacing 

. of: : 
UVAS ROAD — Between A 

Point 0.2 mi North of Casa 
. Loma Road an A Point 1 A ir-i 

South of Casa Lor.ia Road. 
t 

: DAVES AVENUE '— 
- Between A Point 350 feet , 
• Westerly from Equestrian 

Way and A Point 160 feet 
> Westerly from Via 
1 Caballero. 

WESTMONT AVENUE — 
Between Harriet Ave and 
San Tomas Aquino Road. 

POLLARD ROAD — 
Between A Point 0.04 mi < 
West from Abbott Avenue : 
and Westerly to the tracks of . 
the Southern Pacific Com-
pany. 

And for supplying 500 
survey monument boxes in 
the County of Santa Clara, 
State of California, in»ac-
cordance with plans and 
specifications on file for the 
work in the Office of the 
Clerk of the Board of 

• Supervisors. 
The bids will be opened by 

the Clerk of the Board of 
. Supervisors at the time and 
" place above stated, and a 

report of the names of all 
bidders and the amount of 
each bid will be made by the 

: Clerk to the Board of 
, Supervisors at the next 
: regular or special meeting of 
j the Board following the date 
f of opening of the bids. 
I "Workmen employed in 
[ the work must be paid at the 
| rates at least equal to the 
I prevailing wage rates last 
[ adopted by the Board of 
\ Supervisors of the County of 

Santa Clara, which rates are 
filed in the Office of the Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors, 
incorporated herein be 
reference, and copies of 
which are available to any 
interested parties on 
request." 

The County of Santa Clara 
is an equal opportunity 
employer and all contractors 
on County projects are urged 
to follow a policy of af-
firmative action in regard to 
the • requirements . of 
Executive Order 11246,'as 
well as the regulations of the 
Fair Employment Practice 
Commission of the State of 
California. 

Each bid ijuist be ac-
companied by cash, a cer-
tified or cashiers check or a 
bidder's bond in the sum of 
not less than 10% of the total 
aggregate of the bid, and the 
checks or bond shall be made 
payable to the order of the 
County of Santa Clara. 

All bids must be addressed 
to the Chairman of the Board 
of Supervisors of the County 
of Santa Clara, and shall 
bear the title or name of the 
work to be constructed. 

The Board of Supervisors 
reserves the right to reject 
any and all bids or to waive 
any errors or discrepancies. 

Time limits for the com-
pletion of the work is 10 
working days. Liquidated 
damages shall be assessed in 
the amount of $100 for each 
calendar day the work 
remains incomplete beyond 
the time fixed above for 
completion. 

Plans and specifications 
may be secured from the 
Department of Public 
Works, 20 West Hedding 
Street, San Jose, California 
95110, upon payment of $5.00 
per set as a deposit. If these 
documents are returned in 
good condition within ten 
(10) days after the date set 
for the opening of the bids, 
the full amount of the deposit 
will be returned. Credit will 
be given for specifications 
returned with the bid sub-
mitted to the Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors. 

By order of the Board of 
Supervisors of the County of 
Santa Clara, State of 
California, on SEP 7, 1971 
ATTEST: 
DONALD M. RAINS 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
PUBLISH: Sept. 14, 21, 1971 
(3445) 



Office of the Board of Supervisors 
524 County Administration Building 

70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 
299-2323 Area Code 408 

Sig Sanchez, District 1 
Dominic L. Cortese, District 2 

Charles A. Quinn, District 3 
Ralph H. Mehrkens, District 4 

Victor Calvo, District 5 

County of Santa Clara 
CaJifornia 

September 7, 1971 

Los Gatos Times-
Saratoga Observer - Legal Dept. 
114 Royce Street 
Los Gatos, California 

Subject: Notice to Bidders re the resurfacing of 4 co, roads 

Gentlemen: 

Please publish the enclosed Notice to Biddorc 

on Tuesdays, Septembea?rl4 & 21, 1971 

Please send two (2) copies of the bill and one (1) 

affidavit to this office immediately following publication. 

Very truly yours, 

Donald M . Rains 
Clerk of the Board 

DMR :rd 

(̂ J2Z27 REV 7/71 



I 
Section 1 

NOTICE TO BIDDERS % 
Notice is hereby given that scried bids will be 

received by the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of 
the County of Santp Clara, State of California, in the 
Office of the Clerk, County Administration"Building, 
Room 524, 70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, Californir 
95110, up to 2:00 O'clock p.m., SEP 30 1971 
for the resurfacing of: 

Uvas Road - Between A Point 0.2 mi North of 
Casa Loma Road an A Point 1.4 mi 
South of Casa Loma Road. 

Daves Avenue - Between A Point 350 Feet West-
erly from Equestrian Way and A 
Point 160 Feet Westerly from Via 
Caballero. 

Westmont Avenue - Between Harriet Ave and San 
Tomas Aquino Road. 

Pollard Road - Between A Point 0.04 Mi West 
from Abbott Avenue and Westerly to 
the tracks of the Southern Pacific 
Company. 

And for supplying 500 survey monument boxes in the County 
of Santa Clara, State of California, in accordance with 
plans and specifications on file for the work in the Office 
of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 

The bids will be opened by the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors at the time and place above stated, and P re-
port of the names of all bidder.s .and the amount of each 
bid will be made by the Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
at the next regular or special meeting of the Board fol-
lowing the date of opening of the bids. 

"Workmen employed in the work must be paid at the rates 
at lepst equal to the prevailing wage rates last adopted by 
the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, which 
rates are filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Board of 
Supervisors, incorporated herein be reference, and copies 
of which ere available to any interested parties on request. 1 1 

The County of Santp Clar^ is an equal opportunity em-
ployer and all contractors on County projects are urged to 
follow a policy of affirmative action in regard to the re-
quirements of Executive Order 11246, ?s well as the regula-
tions of the Fair Employment Practice Commission of the State 
of California. 

Each bid must be accompanied by cash, a certified or 
c?shiers check or a bidder's bond in the sum of not less than 
10% of the total aggregate of the bid, and the checks or bond 
shall be made payable to the order of the County of Santa 
Clara. 

All bids must be addressed to the Chairman of the Board 
of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, and shall bear 
the title or n^me of the work to be constructed. 

The Board of Supervisors reserves the right to reject 
any and P11 bids or to waive any errors or discrepancies. 



Time l i m i ^ ^ for the completion of t t ^ ^ o r k is 10 
working days. Liquidated damages shall be assessed in the 
amount of $100 for each calendar day the work remains in-
complete beyond the time fixed above for completion. 

Plans and specifications may be secured from the De-
partment of Public Works, 20 West Hedding Street, San Jose 
California 95110, upon payment of $ 5.00 per set as a de-
posit. If these documents are returned in good condition 
within ten (10) days after the date set for the opening 
of the bids, the full amount of the deposit will be return 
ed. Credit will be given for specifications returned with 
the bid submitted to the Clerk of the Bo?rd of Supervisors 

By order of the Board of Supervisors of the County of 
Sant? Clara, State of California, on SEP iQ7i 

ATTEST: 

Clerk, Board of Supervisors 

Notice to Bidders - 1 



County of Santa C l a i ^ 
alifornia 

Department of Public Works 
County Office Building 
20 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 95110 

FOR: 

FROM: 

TITLE: 

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM S.D. 1 & 4 

P a g e _ of 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF 

DATE: August 30, 1971 

September 7 19 71 

MONTINI, ENGINEERING, PUBLIC WORKS 

PLANS AND CONTRACT DOCUMENTS FOR RESURFACING UVAS ROAD, 
DAVES AVE., WESTMONT AVE., POLLARD RD. AND FOR SUPPLYING 
500 SURVEY MONUMENT BOXES 

DESCRIPTION: 

This project provides for the resurfacing of: 

Uvas Road - between 0.2 mi. north of Casa Loma Road and 
1.4 mi. south of Casa Loma Road. 

Daves Avenue - between 350 feet westerly from Equestrian 
Way and 160 feet westerly from Via Caballero. 

Westmont Avenue - between Harriet Ave. and San Tomas Aquino 
Road. 

Pollard Road - between 0.04 mi. west of Abbott Avenue to 
the tracks of the Southern Pacific Company. 

And for supplying 500 survey monument boxes. 

The work on Uvas Road, Westmont Avenue and Pollard Road is entirely 
within the County's jurisdiction. The work on Daves Avenue is within 
the city limits of Monte Sereno and is covered by a cooperative agree-
ment with Monte Sereno. This agreement was executed by the Board of 
Supervisors on June 2, 1971. 

Funds for the County's share of the costs are available in the 
1971-72 Resurfacing Budget. 

Suggested bid opening date: September 30, 1971. 

Price: $5.00. 

Working Days: 10 

Approval is recommended. 
•s 

The City of Monte Sereno should be named as additional insured. 
LM:WW: vlh ? ^ 

n attachments tf^fJ 
X Y A A P P R O V E D : JAMES HOWARD CAMPEN 

AGENDA DATA: DATE: BOARD ACTION: 

ITEM NO: 
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SEPTEMBER 2k, 1971 

W A T T I S C O N S T R U C T I O N C O . , I N C . 
964 S T O C K T O N A V E N U E 
SAN J O S E , C A . 9 5 1 1 0 

S U B J E C T : B I D FOR R E C O N S T R U C T I O N OF P O R T L A N D C E M E N T 
C O N C R E T E C U R B , CURB AND G U T T E R , S I D E W A L K 
D R I V E W A Y A P P R O A C H E S A N D I S L A N D P A V I N G 

G E N T L E M E N : 

T H I S IS TO A D V I S E T H A T THE B O A R D OF S U P E R V I S O R S ON 
S E P T E M B E R 2 1 , 1 9 7 1 R E J E C T E D Y O U R B I D FOR THE S U B J E C T 
C O N T R A C T . 

T H I S ITEM WAS R E F E R R E D BACK TO THE C O U N T Y P U B L I C W O R K S 
D E P A R T M E N T A N D W I L L BE R E B I D AT A LATER D A T E . 

VERY T R U L Y Y O U R S , 

B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

D O N A L D M . RAINS 
C L E R K OF T H E B O A R D 

D M R : D C 

c c : P U B L I C W O R K S 



P a c i f i c ^ J u i l d e r 
2 4 5 0 17th Street • S a n F ranc isco , Cal i forn ia 94-110 • 

A N F . W . D O D G E / M c G R A W - H I L L N E W S P A P E R 

Has the Contract Been Awarded on 
this Project? 

County of Santa Clara 'Jean Pullan (County Clerk) 70 W. Hedding Street, Rm 52** San Jose, CA 95110 

i n d e x - d a t e 9/17/71 

project Portland Cement Concrete Curb, Curb & Gutter, Sidewalk, Etc. 
1Santa Clara Co. , Var ious Locations Coufoty of Santa Clara 

location, 

Will you please use this form to provide us the name of the successful 
contractor on the above job. If contract has not been awarded, kindly 
indicate in the space provided. Your reply, mailed in the enclosed 
Business Reply envelope will be greatly appreciated. Thank you. 

Reporter Nick LaRocco 

Contractor 1s Name: 

Contractor's Address: 
(street & number) (city) 

Amount: $ 

When will work start? 
(date) 

If started, how far has the work progressed? 

If Contract Has Not Been Awarded: 

Will bids be rejected and new bids taken: Yes | | 

If yes, when will revised plans be ready for figuring? 

If no, approximate date contract will be a^atded 

u n -

signed: 

Date: 

-p 

m 

\ 

No • 

HOLD THIS FORM UNTIL JOB 
AWARDED OR BIDS REJECTED 

)B IS | 

J 





m ^ IIIIWIII r wwi»«» Vf 

/ County Office Building 
Department o 1 Public Works 

County Office Building 

County of Santa Clara1- ' J J " * w 
CaiifornSa 

SEPTEMBER 16, 1971 

RECONSTRUCTION OF PORTLAND CEMENT CONCRETE CURB, CURB AND GUTTER, 
SIDEWALK, DRIVEWAY APPROACHES AND ISLAND PAVING. 

APARICO CEMENT CONTR. 

CHAIDES CONST. CO. _ 

"WATTIS "'CONST. "CO. f 6 0O 

ENGINEER 1 S ESTIMATE /T 0 0 0 . 0 O 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
Q/ 

SEP 2 11971 



County of Santa Clar 
Department of Public Works 

County Office Building 
20 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 95110 

California 
September 16, 1971 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 

Gentlemen: 

The Engineer's estimate for Reconstruction of Portland 

Cement Concrete Curb, Curb and Gutter, Sidewalk, Driveway 

Approaches and Island Paving is $ 000 . 

\ 

Respectfully submitted 

JAMES T. POTT 
director o ^ P u b l 

JTP:js 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 



PROOF OF PUBLICATION 
(2015.5 C.C.P.) 

/A 

5E££IV£D 
3CA<0 <>F SUPERVISORS 

This space is for the County Clerk's Filing Stamp r in a fill *7 i 
e ts for the bounty ^ l e 

U ? IS 8 33 AH "71 

C O U N T Y OF 
SANTA CLARA 

STATE O F C A L I F O R N I A , 

County of Santa Clara 

I am a citizen of the United States and a resident of 

t h * County aforesaid; I am over the age of eighteen 

years, and not a party to or interested in the above-

entitled matter. I am the principal clerk of th« printer 

of the Valley Journal 

a newspaper of general circulation, printed and pub-

lished Wednesday and Friday 

in the flB^Qff 

County of Santa Clara, and which newspaper has 

been adjudged a newspaper of general circulation by 

the Superior Court of the County of Santa Clara, 

State of California, under the 
datefe?!.. 1,52., 

rtOAtl 
Case Number ; that the notice, 

of which the annexed is a printed copy (set in type 

not smaller than nonpareil) , has been published in 

each regular and entire issue of said newspaper and 

not in any supplement thereof on the following dates, 

to-wit : September 1 and 8 

all in the year I 9 

I cert i fy (or declare) under penalty of perjury that 

the foregoing is true and correct. 

Dated at S u r * ^ e 

California, t h i s d a y o f September ( 19 71 

Proof of Publication of 

Notice to Bidders 

-LEGAL ADVERTISEMENT 
LEGAL ADVERTISEMENT 

NOTICE TO BIDDERS * ' , ^ i 
No t i ce i i hereby g iven tha t sealed ab le t o the_ p r d t r o f the Coun ty 

bids w i l l be received by the Clerk o f Santa Claro; - v 

o f the Board of Supervisors o f the A l l bids m f a t r t o . a d d r e s s e d to the 
C o u n t y o f San ta C la ra , S ta te o f C h a i r m a n .o fT^ the^Board o f Super-
Ca l i f o rn ia , i n the o f f i ce o f the Clerk, visors o f the.<go{inty o f Santa C la ra , 
Coun ty Adm in i s t r a t i on Bu i ld ing, Room a n d shal l ^ b e ^ t H e ".tit le o t name o f 
524, 7 0 W a i t H e d d i n g Street, San the w o r f e t o be constructed. 
Jose, C a l i f o r n i a 95110, u o to 2 :00 The^B'oard o f Supervisors reserves 
p.m. , September 16, 1971, f o r Port- . the r ight, t o reject any a n d a l l b ids 
(and Cement Concrete Curb , C u r b ' of. t d * Waive any errors or discrep-
a n d Gu t te r , S i d e w a l k , D r i v e w a ' y ^ p W ^ a n c i e s . 

, proaches a n d I s land Pav ing Con- This Cont rac t shal l be considered 
t rac t in the Coun ty o f San ta C la ra , comple ted on December 31, 1971, or 
Sta te o f Ca l i f o rn ia , i n a c c o r d a n t v w h e n the do l la r a m o u n t o f the or ig i -
w i t h p lans a n d specif icat ions o n file na l 4 total contract- as b id has been 

' fo r the w o r k i n the O f f i c e o f t he expended, wh ichever occurs f i rs t . 
C lerk o f the Board o f Supervisors. W o r k a l r e a d y u n d e r w a y shal l con-
• The bids w i l l be opened by the t inue beyond this comple t ion do te 
Clerk o f the Board o f Supervisors a t un t i l a l l p ro jec ts a re completed, 
the t ime a n d place above stated, a n d Speci f icat ions m a y be secured 

J a repor t o f the names o f a l l b id - f r o m the Depar tmen t o f Publ ic 
ders a n d the a m o u n t o f each b i d w i l l Works , 2 0 Wes t Hedd ing Street, San 
be m a d e by the Clerk t o the B o a r d ' Jose, California 95110, upon the pay -
x e - • . . . • - » r 

— —j < • iw u i v m iu rric Doara 
, o f Supervisors a t the next " regu lar 
' or special meet ing o f the Boa rd fo l -
l o w i n g the da te o f open ing o f the 

' b ids. 
" W o r k m e n emp loyed in the w o r k 

must be p a i d a t the rates a t , least 
equa l t o the p reva i l i ng w a g e rates 

, last a d o p t e d by the Boa rd o f Super-
( visors o f the County o f Santa C la ra , 

wh i ch rates are f i l ed in the o f f i ce o f 
the Clerk o f the Board o f Super-
visors, incorpora ted herein by refer-
ence, a n d copies o f wh ich a re ava i l -

1 ab l e to a n y interested par t ies on re-
ques t . " 

The Coun ty o f San ta C la ra is a n 
equa l oppo r tun i t y "employer a n d a l l 
contractors on Coun ty projects a re 

I u rged to f o l l o w a po l icy o f a f f i r m a -
; f ive ac t ion in rega rd to the require-

ments o f Executive O rde r 11246, as 
) we l l as the regulat ions o f the Fair 

Employment Practice Commiss ion o f 
1 the Sta te o f Ca l i f o rn ia . 
I Each ' b i d must be" accompanied 

by cosh, a cer t i f ied or cashier 's 
check or a b idder 's b o n d i n the sum 
of not less t han 10 per cent o f the 

. t o ta l a g g r e g a t e o f the b id , a n d the 
checks or b o n d shal l be m a d e pay-

, — , I V , v^iull I 

ment o f $5.00 per set as a de-
posi t . I f these documents a re re-
turned i n g o o d cond i t ion w i t h i n ten 
(10) days a f t e r the da te set f o r the 
open ing o f the bids, the fu l l amoun t 
o r the deposi t w i l l be re turned. 
Cred i t w i l l be g iven fo r specifica-
tions re tu rned w i t h the b id submit-
ted to the Clerk o f the Board o f Su-
pervisors. 

Bidders should have fu l l y inspected 
the pro jec t site i n a i l par t i cu lars 
a n d become thorough ly f a m i l i a r w i t h 
the terms a n d condi t ions o f the 
Cont rac t documents a n d localxondi-
t ions a f f e c t i n g the per fo rmance " a n d 
costs o f the w o r k pr ior to this con-
ference. 

By o r d e r , o f ' t h e Board o f Super-
visors o f the Coun ty of Santa C w r a , 
Sta te of, Ca l i f o rn ia , on A u g u s t ' 24, 
1971. 

- <s) D o n a l d M . Rains \ • 
DONALD M. RA INS ; ,C le r k 

' Board o f Supervisors• ' •-i 
> Coun ty o f Santa Clara;;. I 

Pub.: Sept. I , 8, 1971 (1-1372) 
(2-1372) 
(3-1372) 

PROOF OF PUBLICATION 



County of Santa Clar 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 
524 County Administration Building 

70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 
299-2323 Area Code 408 

California Sig Sanchez, District 1 
Dominic L. Cortese, District 2 

Charles A. Quinn, District 3 
Ralph H. Mehrkens, District 4 

Victor Calvo, District 5 

August 24, 1971 

Valley Journal 
c/o Community Publications 
P.O. Box 667 
Sunnyvale, California 

Subject: Notice to Bidders re Sidewalks, driveways, & paving 

Gentlemen: 

Notice to Bidders Please publish the enclosed 

on Wednesday, September 1, 1971 and 
Wednesday, September 8, 1971 

Please send two (2) copies of the bill and one (1) 

affidavit to this office immediately following publication 

Very truly yours, 

Donald M. Rains 
Clerk of the Board 

DMR: rd 

R E V 7 / 7 1 



NOTICE TO BIDDERS ^ ^ 

Notice is hereby given that sealed bids will be received by the 
Cleric of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, State 
of California, in the office of the Clerk, County Administration 
Building, Room 524, 70 West Hedding Street, San Jose, California 95110, 

for Portland C e m e n t S ^ ^ c r e ^ ^frb^^clfrb and Gutter, Sidewalk, Driveway 
Approaches and Island Paving Contract in the County of Santa Clara, 
State of California, in accordance with plans and specifications on 
file for the work in the Office of the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors. 

The bids will be opened by the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors at 
the time and place above stated, and a report of the names of all bidders 
and the amount of each bid will be'made by the Clerk to the Board of 
Supervisors at the next regular or special meeting of the Board following 
the date of opening of the bids. 

"Workmen employed in the work must be paid at the rates at least 
equal to the prevailing wage rates last adopted by the Board of Supervisors 
of the County of Santa Clara, which rates are filed in the office of the . 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors, incorporated herein by reference, and 
copies of which are available to any interested.parties on request." 

The County of Santa Clara is ah equal opportunity employer and all 
contractors on County projects are urged to follow a policy of affirmative 
action in regard to the requirements of Executive Order 11246, as well as 
the regulations of the Fair Employment Practice Commission of the State 
of California. 

Each, bid must be accompanied by cash, a certified or cashier fs check 
or a bidder fs bond in the sum of not less than 10 per cent of the total 
aggregate of the b i d , and the checks or bond shall be made payable to the 
order of the County of Santa Clara. 

All bids must be addressed to the Chairman of the Board of Supervisors 
of the County of Santa Clara, and shall bear the title of name of the work 
to be constructed; 

The Board of Supervisors reserves the right to reject any and all bids 
or to waive any errors or discrepancies. 

This Contract shall be considered completed on December 31, 1971, or 
when the dollar amount of the original total contract as bid has been ex-
pended, whichever occurs first. Work already underway shall, continue 
beyond this completion date until all projects are completed. 

Specifications may be secured from the Department of Public Works, 
20 West Hedding Street, San Jose, California 95110, upon the payment of 
$ 5,00 P

e r s e _ t a s a
 deposit. If these documents are returned in 

good condition within ten (10) days after the date set for the opening of 
the b i d s , the full amount of the deposit will be returned. Credit w i l l , 
be given for specifications returned with the bid submitted to the Clerk, 
of the Board of Supervisors. 

Notice to Bidders 



* 
NOTICE TO BIDDERS (Continued) 

Section 1 

Bidders should have fully inspected the project site in all 
particulars and become thoroughly familiar with the terms and con-
ditions of the Contract Documents and local conditions affecting 
the performance and costs of the work prior to this conference. 

By order of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 
State of California, on' August 24, 1971 

DONALD M« RAINS, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 

Notice to Bidders 



Department of Public Works 

County of Santa CI 
County Office BuKding 
20 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California 95110 , 

California 
TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM S. D. All 

Page 1 of 1 
DATE: August 13, 1971 

FOR: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF August 24 19 71 

FROM: Larson, Engineering Services, Public Works 

TITLE: Contract Documents for the Repair of Dangerous and Defective 
Sidewalks 

DESCRIPTION: 

Transmitted are contract documents and a call for bids on recon-
struction of defective curb, gutter, sidewalk, driveways and island 
paving, all with alternative Ndesigns to suit various locations and 
conditions. There are no\prepared plans for this project. 

Funds to pay for this work were authorized in the 1970-71 Road 
Fund Budget. Reimbursement will be made as money is collected from 
property owners. A H work under this contract is to be completed by 
December 31, 1971. Since this is being planned as a continuing pro-
ject, it is expected that a similar contract will be presented for 
the calendar year 1972. 

The Department of Public Works previously submitted two reports 
on this subject. The first, on April 21, 1970, advised the Board of 
the County's liability for dangerous and defective sidewalk conditions 
and noted provisions of the Streets and Highways Code which authorize 
the Superintendent of Streets (Director of Public Works in our case) 
to cause the work to be done by the property owner, or by the County 
if owner does not perform, and recover County construction costs. 
The second report on June 30, 1970 presented an outline of procedures 
for accomplishment of the work and payment of costs. Both of these 
reports were approved. 

It is recommended that the Contract Documents be approved and 
that the contract be advertised for bid. It is suggested that the 
bid opening date be on September 16, 1971 at 2:00 p.m. and that a 
five dollar deposit be requiTW^ftfr the specifications. 

DPL: i c 
Attachments 
cc: CB, LM. GAO 

AGENDA DATA: DATE: _ 

_ ITEM NO: 
@ 

BOARD 



County of Santa Clai 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 
524 County Administration Building 

70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 95110 
299-2323 Area Code 408 \ Sj 239-2323 Arêl UOOe 4UB 

California 
Date_ 

The Board of Supervisors at its meeting of 

July 25, 

July 22, 

1 9 J L 1 

Referred to Planning, Public Works and Parks and Recreation Department 

•Agenda Item # ^ Description Communication from Streets & Highways Commit 

re diminishing source of available aggregate. 

Directive Ĉ Study and Recommendation 
Report 
Preparation of Necessary Papers 
Appropriate Action 
Reply to Writer 

ATTEST 

By 

JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the Board 

Jb-cP. 



V ^ 
TO8 Art Ogilvie, v Planning Department ~ ^ / f 7 # 

The following is an excerpt from the minutes of the 
Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara 
held July 22, 1969; Book 54, Page 190o 

The Board considers a communication from John Fry, Chairman, 

Streets and Highways Committee of San Jose. The communication 

relates to the concern of,the Committee; as to the diminishing 

source of available aggregate•for construction' of streets, roads 

and .expressways, They are further concerned that the cost of 
V 

road construction will escalate unless some action is .taken to 

identify and conserve aggregate resource areas. They are also 

concerned that the cost of road construction will escalate unless 

some action is taken to identify and-conserve aggregate-resource 

areas. They recommend a study be made by the Planning Department 

in cooperation with the construction industry which would lead to 

a long range solution to the problem. The Board discusses investi-

gation of 701 funds being applied to a study of this problem; and 

suggests that some type of resource tax might be applied for 

rehabilitation of harvest areas. Discussion follows in which the 

following people participate: John Fry, Chairman, Streets and 

Highways Committee; Tom Thatcher of the Pacific Cement and Aggregate 

Company; and Roy S. Cameron, Planning Director. 

On motion of Supervisor Quinn, seconded by Supervisor 

'Mehrkens, it is unanimously ordered that a study of the diminishing 

source of available aggregate be prepared by the Planning Department 

Public Works and Parks and Recreation, with the cooperation of the 

Streets and Highways Committee and private industry, for report 

and recommendation to the Board. 

ATTESTS JEAN PULIAN, Clerk ^ 
Board of Supervisors 

• r 

• By ' 
Deputy Clerk 



THE ASSOCIATION OF METROPOLITAN SAN JOSE 
• • 

o 
July 9 # 1969 

Honorable Sig Sanchez, Chairman 
Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 

Dear Sig: 

We would like to bring to the attention of the Board 
of Supervisors a problem that is of increasing con-
cern for the future of street and highway construc-
tion in Santa Clara County* It is the diminishing 
source of available aggregate. 

Unless some action is taken in the near future to 
identify and conserve aggregate resource areas, the 
construction industry will be forced to import 
aggregate which will escalate the cost of road con-
struction. 

We would like to recommend that the PlanninggDepart-
ment in cooperation with the construction industry 
make a study which would lead to a long range solu-
tion to the problem. 

We hope you will share our concern in this matter. 

CT 
n Fry, Chairman / 

and Highways Committee 
* 

JF:Ism 

C I V I C A U D I T O R I U M B U I L D I N G - 165 W E S T S A N C A R L O S S T R E E T . S A N J O S E . C A L I F O R N I A 9 5 1 1 4 . T E L E P H O N E (408) 2 9 3 - 3 1 6 1 
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^ e r S R D o r S U P E R V I S O R S 

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
ROOM 524 / COUNTY A D M I N I S T R AT J O N BUILDING 

* 7 0 W E S T H E D D I N G S T . / S A N J O S E , C A L I F O R N I A 9 5 I I O / 2 9 9 - 2 3 2 3 
'> 

r 

* 

Dominic x». Cortese 
Hr. John Fry. Chairman 
Streets and Highways Committee 
The Association of Metropolitan San Jose 
165 West San Carlos Street 
San Jose, California 95114 

Victor Calvo 

M E M B E R S OF T H E BOARD 
SIG SANCHEZ / 1ST DISTRICT 

/ 2 N D DISTRICT 
CHARLES A. QU1NN / 3RD DISTRICT 

/ 4 T H DISTRICT 
/ 5 T H D ISTRICT 

July 14« 1069 

v 
YOUR COMMUNICATION REGARDING & proposed study to be conducted by the Planning 
Department in cooperation with the construction industry to identify and 
conserve aggregate resource areas 

WAS PLACED O N THE BOARD'S AGENDA FOR M . 1969, at approximately 9s30 

July 24* 1969 

REFERRED TO
 t h * Department, Public Works, and Parks and Recreation 

! YOUR COMMUNICATION WAS 
• • DEFERRED TO THE BOARD MEETING OF 

3 0 FOR STUDY AND RECOMMENDATION. 

• FOR REPORT AND FURTHER CONSIDERATION BY THE BOARD O N 

• OTHER 

REMARKS:. 

IT WAS THE DECISION OF THE BOARD O N THAT THE 

• FILED FOR PUBLIC RECORD ' • GRANTED • DENIED • ADOPTED • OTHER 

• REFERRED FOR APPROPRIATE ACTION TO: 

BE: 

REMARKS: 4- L • / ) £AL 

CC» Planning. (w/Ltr) 
Public Works,(w/Ltr) 
Parks & Ree. (w/Ltr) Jean Pullan 

CLERK/eOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

FILE COPY 
FORM 7736 



* 

,4tI 
r yfo 

May 27, 1971 

Mr. Donald Currlin 
General Manager 
Santa Clara County Flood 
Control District 
516 East Martha Street 
San Jose, California 95112 

Dear Mr. Currlin: 

The Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
has been on record for some time relative 
to the need for an additional vehicular 
access to the Guadalupe CoTIege property. 

Representatives of the Sisters of Charity 
of the Blessed Virgin Mary have been in 
contact with your office requesting a right-
of-way across Flood Control and Water 
District lands from Alma Bridge Road to the 
Guadalupe College property. 

The Boardtiof Supervisors on May 26 reaffirmed 
its position stating the need for additional 
access to the college. 

Sincerely, 

Dominic L . Cortese 
Chairman 

DLC5 lb 

cc: Guadalupe College 

Doc. Div. 



June 1, 1971 

To: Santa Clara County Flood Control and Water District 

The following is an excerpt from the minutes of 
the meeting of the Board of Supervisors of 
Santa Clara County held on May 26, 1971 as set 
forth in Minute Book No. 60. 

"Mr. Ronald I. Lyons, consultant for the Sisters of Charity 
of the Blessed Virgin Mary, discusses the Sisters* request 
submitted to the Santa Clara County Flood Control and Water 
District for a vehicular right of way over that portion of 
Lime Kiln Road from the Alma Bridge Road to the Guadalupe 
College property. M r . Lyons indicates this facility on a 
56 acre site above Los Gatos has been placed on the market for 
disposition and a purchaser would undoubtedly require an 
access in addition to the only one currently existing on to 
Foster Road. Mr. Lyons advises that the Flood Control District 
has requested assurance of the concurrence of the Town of Los 
Gatos and of the County. On motion of Supervisor Sanchez, 
seconded by Supervisor Mehrkens, it is unanimously ordered 
that the Chairman be requested to communicate with the 
Santa Clara County Flood Control and Water District reaffirm-
ing the B o a r d s position in favor of a second access to the 
Guadalupe College site." 

* * * * * * * 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk 
Board of Supervisors 

By: 
Deputy Clerk 



memorandum t I 
TO F R O M 

LaJune Bush K.Burnett,Documents Div 
S U B J E C T DATE 

Request of Sisters of charity as attached 5/26/71 

re ACCESS to GUADALUPE COLLEGE 

Agenda Extra - Wed. - 5/26/71 

The Board directed that the Chairman be instructed to 
communicate with the Flood Control District to reaffirm 
the Board's position of the need for additional right 

r of way access to Guadalupe College. 

We would be pleased to type any letter re this matter. 
If you should write, please furnish processing with a copy. 

REORDER « 9 6 307 4 

26 REV 11/69 
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h ^ T H E G E N E R A L A T E 

Office of the President 

SISTERS OF CHARITY OF THE BLESSED VIRGIN M A R Y 
MOUNT CARMEL DUBUQUE, IOWA 52001 

May 22, 1971 

Board of Directors 
Santa Clara County Flood Control and Water District 
516 East Martha Street 
San Jose, California 95112 

Attention: Donald K. Currlin, General Manager 

Gentlemen: 

We respectfully request a recordable non-exclusive perpetual vehicular right-
of-way over that portion of Limekiln Road on your lands from the Alma Bridge 
Road to the Guadalupe College property. The requested right-of-way is marked 
in red on the map and the College property is marked in green. The background 
and reasons for our urgent need follow. 

Guadalupe College, a six-year-old facility on a 56 acre site in the hills above 
Los Gatos, has been placed on the market for disposition by the Slr-itorw of 
Charity of the Blessed Virgin Mary. Originally built as a novitiate for nuns 
the College for the last three years has been used as a retirement community 
for 28 of the Sisters, pending disposition. 

Foster Road is currently the only existing vehicular access to the property. 
While the property was used as a novitiate or retirement facility for our sisters 
a minimum amount of vehicular traffic has been generated. A purchaser of the 
property from us would undoubtedly require and produce greater vehicular traf-
fic over Foster Road which could possibly inconvenience the neighbors and be 
a burden to them. 

To alleviate this condition it is quite imperative that we obtain an alternate 
rear access to the property to and from public roads. 

We have implemented a vigorous marketing program and are showing the College 
to several prospects; negotiations are advancing with one party. We will not 
be able to make a disposition until we have recordable access to the south. As 
a result, time is of the essence. 

There are three possible alternatives available for rear access to Guadalupe 
College. The first would be a road across the Snell and Carrol properties to 
the southeast of the College building, leading into the Lexington Quarry, then 
out Limekiln Road. This route is a very costly one to develop, would interfere 
with the quarry, and is not recommended by engineers. 

A . 



Board of Directors 
Santa Clara County Flood Control and Water District 
Page 2 
May 22, 1971 

The second alternative involves a route over the Jesuit property to the southwest, 
tying into the Alma Bridge Road. Development costs would be high because of the 
length of road involved, and there would be interference with the vineyard opera-
tions . 

The third alternative is the least costly and envisions continuing our existing 
on-site road south from the top of the ridge on the Guadalupe property, down to 
meet Limekiln Road. Engineering studies made three years ago verified feasi-
bility'. The right-of-way we are requesting . . . r o u t i ng^ 

Enclosed are letters from County Supervisor ••Qancheg and Los Gatos Town 
Manager Russ Cooney concurring with this request. 

Our Marketing Consultant, Ronald I. Lyons, has discussed this request with, 
and shown the College and Limekiln routing to, the following persons of your 
staff: 

Donald A. Lawrie, Supervisor John Beaudet 
Real Estate Division Supervising Hydralic Engineer 

In addition, discussions have been held with your Ron Essau, and Arthur C. 
Devincenzi of the County Engineering Services Division. All these persons 
have been exceptionally helpful. 

We include a plat of the property. Shown in red on the plat is the general area 
over which we request a perpetual right-of-way easement. The right-of-way 
would extend from the Alma Bridge Road to our property over the existing Limekiln 
Road and would extend 12 from either side of the center line of the existing 
Limekiln Road. 

A survey and plat of the right-of-way can be prepared if necessary to meet your 
requirements but we are hopeful that this expense can be avoided. 

Should you have questions regarding this request please contact either me, Sister 
Mary Anne McCarron, Administrator at Guadalupe College (354-652 6) or Mr. Lyons 
at the College. 

We thank you for your prompt and kind consideration and hope that the requested 
right-of-way can be granted at your earliest convenience. 

Yours truly, 

Sister Mary Roberta Kuhn, BVM 
Pi-fe .b * H e ft t. 

David K. Gill 
Division Engineer 





/ » * 
STATE OF C A L I F O R N I A - H I G H W A Y TRANSPORTATION AGENCY RONALD REAGAN, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
P.O. BOX 3366 R INCON ANNEX, SAN FRANCISCO 94119 

November 23, 1970 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
Rm. 70 West Hedding St. 
San Jose, CA 95110 

Gentlemen: 

Last June you received a letter and brochure from us announcing 
the National Functional Classification and Needs Study (1970-1990), 
?..nd subsequently members of your engineering staff were contacted 
and consulted on the proposed classification of streets and roads 
within your jurisdiction. 

The Functional Classification portion of the study has now been • 
completed and covers approximately 6,000 miles of classified 
streets and roads out of an estimated total 1990 network of 
23>000 miles in District 0*Ms nine counties. 

We have recently undertaken the second portion of the study, the 
Needs Evaluation. This will involve sampling rates varying from 
100$ for State Highways down to 5$ ?or local land access roads. 
The Needs Study will take these sampled roads and analyze their 
existing conditions and traffic growth and determine at which 
five-year interval in the next twenty years they will have to be 
improved to accommodate anticipated traffic growth and what the 
costs will be. These results will then be expanded to determine 
a gross estimated cost and time of improvement for the entire 
system in the District. 

We are sending a similar letter to your engineering staff which 
contains more detailed data on how the' sampling will be conducted 
and maps showing areas that have been randomly selected for the 
study. Included also are summary sheets for each urban area and 
county showing the results of the 199P Functional Classification 
giving miles and daily vehicle miles of travel in each classifi-
cation. • 

This study is.being conducted to determine your future needs as 
well as those of State Highways, that is, the region as a whole* 
and we are anxious that you contact us whenever you desire more 

C ^ 
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information or wish to inform us of things you may think are 
pertinent to the study. Carter Heaves, Senior Highway Engineer 
in our Urban Planning Department, will.be glad to provide you 
with additional information or assistance if you so desire. 

Thank you for your past cooperation in the Functional Classification 
portion of this study, and we look forward with pleasure to close 
cooperation and working together on the Needs Study. 

District Engineer 

CCRraa 



t. 
Count;/ of S a n t a Ctei« 

California 

j t 
Department of Public Works 

Coun ty O f f i ce Bu i i d inn 
20 West Hedd iug Street 

San Jose , Ca l i fo rn ia 95110 

Page of 

FOR: 
FROM: 

TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 

March' 24 BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF 

S. D 

March 16, 1C'7Q 

% v- i? 70 
MONTINI, ENGINEERING, PUBLIC WORKS 

TITLE: BARRON PARK 

DESCRIPTION: 
On August 25,*1969 the Board of Supervisors requested the 

Department of Public Works to investigate the problems outlined in 
a letter addressed to the Board from the Barron Park Association 
dated August 13, 1969. 

The Barron Park Association opposed the extension of Los Rob\.cs 
Avenue to Arastradero Road as recommended by De Leuw Cather and 
Company in their final report for the Palo Alto Transportation 
Planning Program dated July 28, 1969. They were also concerned w:.th 
speeding and reckless driving in the Barron Park area. 

The City of Palo Alto has reviewed the De Leuw Cather and 
Company's recommendation to extend Los Rcbles Avenue to Arastradero 
Road and has found it to be unacceptable.'. (See attached corresponds: 
from the City of Palo Alto). We have reviewed this matter with the 
City of Palo Alto staff and concur with the action taken by the C:.zy , 

This office also conducted speed studies in the Barron Park arc 
and found frequent instances of speeding violations. The California 
Highway. Patrol and the City of Palo Alto Police Department have b<;en 
advised and are patrolling the area more frequently. 

No further action is indicated at this time. We will continue 
to observe the traffic flow and speed cor.trol characteristics in 
Barron Park and take appropriate action \\here indicated. 
LMrRBP:vlh * . 
attachments 
cc: Mr. Ted Noguchi, City of Palo Alto Traffic Engr. Dept. 
^^-Mr. Richard C. Placone, Pres., Barren Park Assoc. 

Capt. R0 P. Bliss, California Highway Patrol 

APPROVED JAMES POTT-" 
AGENDA DATA: DATE: 

HOWARD CAMPEN 
. BOARD ACTION: 

ITEM NO 
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March 3, 1970 

Mr. James T. Pott . 
Director of Public Works • ' . 
County of Santa Clara 
20 West Hedding Street • • • 
San Jose, California 95110 

Attention: Kr. Lou Montini 

Subject: Amaranta Avenue, Palo Alto 

Dear M r . Pott: 

Enclosed is cne copy of the City M a n a g e r ^ Report (CMR:A16:0) regard-
ing the Amaranta Avenue traffic situation ;.s submitted to the City 
Council's Planning and Procedures Committee meeting during January, 

Also enclosed is one copy of the minutes o:: the February 2, 1970 
Council meeting describing the official action taken by the Council 
v?ith respect to the Amaranta Avenue situation as outlined in the 
City Manager's Report. 

The above are forwarded for your information since v/e understand that 
the f ,Barron Park" area is currently under j.tudy by your office.-

1970. 

Sincerely yours, 

CITY OF PALO ALTO 

Ted T. Noguchi 
City Traffic Engineer 

v '•' 

TTtfnnhw 
encls. 
cc - Director of Planning and 

Community Development 



January 9, 1970 - .. 

HONORABLE CITY COUNC IL 

Pa lo Al to , Ca l i forn ia ... * -. . 

Attention: Planning and Procedures Commi t t ee 

Amaran t a Avenue and Vic in i ty 

Members of the Counci l : 

On June 10, 19o9 the Commi t tee on P lann ing and P rocedures reviewed DeLeuw, 

Cather and Company 's Technica l Memorandum No. 5 which re lated to Ama r an t a 

Avenue and v ic in i ty . As a resu l t of that meet ing ths subject was continued to 

Commit tee and in the ."nterim the staff was directed to rev iew severa l a l ternat ive 

t raf f ic improvement p ro jec ts . In the i n t e r im the staff has a lso reviewed a-report 

elated November 7 , 19^9 f r o m the Loma Vista Homeowners ' Assoc i a t i on . On the 

bas is of this review th 2 fo l lowing commen t s , conc lus ions , and recommenda t ions 

a re presented to the Commi t tee for i is cons iderat ion : 

There are two bas ic quest ions man i fes ted in the Ama r an t a Avenue situat ion which 

deserve attention wi th in the f r amework of genera l City po l i cy . 

One is the question of 'is the cur ren t level or vo lume of daily t ra f f i c on Amaran l i 

Avenue considered obj actionable and unacceptable as City pol icy? t! Traf f ic vo lumes 

on Amaran ta Avenue a :e in the 2 ,000 to 3 ,000 vehicles per day range . Many resi-

dent ia l streets in Pa lo Alto have much la rger vo l umes , Louis Road ca r r i e s 3,000 

to 4 ,000 vehicles per cay; Stanford Avenue ca r r i es 5,000 to 9,000 vehic les per --.'.ay; 

Chalining Avenue car r ies 3 ,300 to 3 ,500 vehic les per day; Co lorado Avenue car r i es 

2 ,500 to 4,100 vehicles per day; Loma Verde Avenue ca r r i e s 2 ,5 00 to 4 ,700 vehicles 

per day; Cal i forn ia Avenue ca r r i es 2 ,400 to 3 ,500 vehicles per day; Newell. Ro^.d 

ca r r i es 3,000 to 5 ,000 vehicles per day; and Los Robles Avenue in " B a r r o n Par t . " 

carr ies some 5 ,200 vc-iicles per day . . .. 

Jf the present vo lumes on Amaran t a Avenue are.una-:ce'ptable, then other City streets 

with s im i l a r or greater levels of t ra f f i c mus t a lso be considered p rob lems and 

should be given equal cons iderat ion and t rea tmen t . 

C MR: 41.6:0 



Amaranta Avenue and Vicinity . - . • i V : / " ^ 

Vl he second is the que.- tion of "what is the 'C i ty 's att itude toward Ihe 'use of City 
5 ^ e c t s by non - Pa) o A Ito t raf f ic generated within a cornrnon nci ghborhood ? ! 1 Th«: 

present traff ic on Amaran ta Avenue is generated by both the Palo. Al to and "Ba r r on 

P a r k " communi t ies wfthin the common neighborhood. The "Ba r ron P a r k " commun i t y 

i s , however, in the un incorporated area of Santa C lara County'and is bas ica l ly sur-

rounded by the Pa lo Al to commun i t y . Consequent ly , the "Ba r ron P a r k " comrnu.i i ty 

can and wi l l be s igni f icant ly affected by decis ions cr act ions taken by the City of 

Pa l.o Alto v/i th respect to pbysic.a I c ha n g e s to tl i e O ty1 s street s y s t e m i n th e c o n imon 

neighborhood. The reverse situation could have equal ly serious consequences for the 

cit izens of Palo A l to . Denia l of reasonab le access to specif ic areas of a c ommcn 

neighborhood because of pol i t ica l and j u r i sd ic t i ona l boundar ies can have severe con-

sequences in t e rms of i n te r-commun i ty re la t ions a ; wel l as in t e rms of overal l public 

safety serv ices . Good t ranspora t ion planning dictates that reasonable access to a 

neighborhood be provided and ma in ta ined regard less of po l i t i ca l j u r i sd i c t i ons an 1 

boundar ies . . . 

Considerat ion has been given to the planning of addi t iona l accesses f r om the " L c m a 

Vista'1 / "Bar ron Park ' c ommon neighborhood to sue h ma j o r t ra f f ic fac i l i t ies as, the 

Foothi l l Expressway and A r a s t r ade ro Road beyond those accesses now exis t ing . 

The Los Rubles Avenue extension to A r a s t r a de r o Road recommended by the Ci ty 's 

consultant ?.s a possib le long-range solut ion has generated consider able. controvt rsy 

in the common neighbc rhood . At . the last P lann ing and Procedures Commi t tee 

meet ing covering the Ama r an t a Avenue m a t t e r , M r . Staley (LVI iA) suggested, as 

an al ternat ive solution to the Los Kobles Avenue extension, the use of the Par ad se 

W ay / Souths rn Pac i f i c right-of- w a y / Mi rand a A v cnui; r o u t e . C o u n c i 1 ma n K i r k e C omi-

stook also suggested a : that time . as s t i l l another a l ternat ive so lut ion , the use c: 

the Ma t a d e r o Ave nu e / j o uth e r n Pa c i f i c r ight - of - wa y / Mir and a A ven ne r ou t e . Th c 

Commi t tee agreed tha" the suggest ions deserved co i s idera t ion and , consequently , 

d irected the staff to determine costs for each of the two a l ternat ive so lu t ions . 

The resul ts of the invest igat ion ind icate that the " P i r a d i s e Way" route v/i 11 cost .in 

est imated $335,000 and the "Ma tadcro Avenue" rou :e w i l l cost an es t imated $60C,000. 

Both costs ref lect right-of-way and roadway cons t r i e tion costs only , Both solut-.ons ' 

use Miranda Avenue between Hi 11 view Avenue and A r a s t r a de r o Road . Both the 

Miranda Avenue /Aras t r ade ro Road and the Miranda Avenue /H i l l view Avenue inter-

sections are present ly h ighly congested locat ions . Addi t iona l t ra f f ic loading at 

these locations wi l l ce rtainly compound ra ther than re l ieve congest ion prob lems at 

these locat ions. Even m o r e impor tan t is the poss ib le in troduct ion of a d d i t i o n a l 

t ra f f ic into the res ident ia l ne ighborhood f r om the Veterans ' Hosp i ta l and indus t r i a l 

concerns served by M i randa Avenue . Both solut ions suffer f r o m the same bas ic 

shor tcoming . A l l they do is s imp ly t rans fer some of the traf f ic which now uses — 

Amaran t a Avenue to other res ident ia l s t ree ts . Neither a l ternat ive i s , t here fore , 

considered meaningfu l as an effective so lut ion . Wi l l i regard to the DeLeuw , Cather 

recommendat ion on the Los Robles extens ion , the Commi t tee wi l l reca l l that the 

staff 's cost es t imate fc r the pro jec t was $471,000 (exclusive of u t i l i t ies and dra inage 

improvements ) . The staff does not: r e commend this solut ion and the pro ject w i l l not 

be included in the 1970 -75 Capita l Improvemen t P r o g r a m . 

•CMK:41b:0 



Arimranta Avenue and Vic in i ty • ' - : v- '' - . : - " : ' • T Page Three 
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.The.staff 's evaluation of the "shor t- term so lu t ions" offered by the Loma Vista I*bme-

• 'owners' Associat ion indicates that these solutions do not deal reasonab ly or responsi-

; by with the bas ic prob lems man i fes ted in the A.mara.nta Avenue s i tuat ion . The solut ions 

•.-• proposed adversely affect the t raf f ic condit ions and environment. 011 other streets in the 

\ immedia te v ic in i ty . .. -, , . •' ' v ^ ' i Kl—'.' V V-"'' ; ; 

Solution J advanced by the Loma Vista Homeowners ' Assoc ia t ion contemplates a street 

c losure of Maybe11 Av•;?nue between Coulonibe and Amaranta. A venue <> This prope sed 

solution can be expected to increase s igni f icant ly the dai ly t ra f f ic vo lumes on Los 

Robl.es Avenue north o.t Ama ran t a Avenue. In add it: on , the solution denies neighbor-

hood residents d i rect access to di f ferent parts of the total neighborhood thus in-

creasing total t raf f ic m i l e s of t ravel and forc ing unnecessary and unreasonab le cut-

of-direction t r ave l . ' ' . 
• • » ' .. 

Solution II contemplate s res t r i c t i ng access to Arnaranta Avenue by p lac ing b a r r i e r s 

at the following in tersect ions : Maybe l l /Arnaran ta ; Los Rob l e s /Ama r an t a ; and l o s 

Rob 1 e s / La guna <. Thi s proposed s olut i on won Id a 11 o\ / t r aff i c to by pa s s th e ba r r i e: • 

locations on Amaran ta Avenue via Arbo l D r i ve , Enc ina Grande Avenue , Orrne Street , 

Georgia Avenue, A.bel A v e n u e , Baker Avenue , and possib ly Campana Dr ive and 

Floral.es Dr ive , and would mere l y transfer the trafj'ic to other s t ree ts . F i n a l l y , 

Solution I I , like Solution I , would severely l im i t access . to Loma Vista School f r c m 

portions of the school 's attendance a rea . 

In s umma ry , therefor'/., i t is concluded that the best publ ic in terest in the broadest 

context wi l l be served by recogn iz ing the Am a rant a A v e n u e / Ala v'b e 1.1 A venue / Coulo m b c 

Drrve route as a "neighborhood col lector s t reet " route rather than as a group of 

" loca l res ident ia l s t r e e t s . " 

Respectful ly submittec. , 

G E O R G E . M O R G A N 

.City Manager " " 

CMR:416:0 



City Ha l l 

; ; • Palo- Alto , -Cal i fornia 

' ^': ̂  - " ' " V ^ ^ ^ r U ̂  r Y * 970 

. The Counc i l oj. the City of Pa l o Al to me t on this date at 7:30 p. m . 

'with Mayor Arnold pres id ing; • • 'i. ' ! V' X : -

^ • Presen t : Arno ld , Beahrs", Berwald , ' C l a rk , C.omstock, D ias , 

' • -y-. ' / ^MV' Ga l l agher , Norton (ar r ived 7:35 p. m l ) , Pea r son , 
: Spaeth, Wheat ley , •••• V'.'"^--.:^ , -

• ' . - l ' . ^ • V Z ' ••: • . -. r ">. • . - > • " • " 

' 'Absent: ' None . . ' ' ] r / > ) - ~ /; . / *' 

Approva l of M .nutcs - January 19, 1970 . . -

The Minutes o:' the Counc i l meet ing of January 19, 1970 were approved 

as d is tr ibuted. - ... 

• - * - . •> ' ,' 

Midd le f ie ld Road Under around Ut i l i ty 

Convers ion P ro j ec t No. 68- 86 (CMR:441:u) 

Mayor Arno ld declared open the publ ic hear ing regard ing the estab-

l i shment of Underground Ut i l i ty D i s t r i c t No 12 - Midd le f ie ld Road . 

Bond Co.unsel Jones descr ibed the purpose of the hear ing , advised 

that property cwners in the proposed underground ut i l i ty d i s t r i c t had 

been notif ied in accordance with the law. 

City Manager Morgan descr ibed the ma i l i n g to the property owners , 

stating they ha:l been advised of the pro'ject and i ts extent and advised 

that in addit ior to the ma i l i ng , property owrers were invi ted to attend 

a meet ing which took place at the City Ha l l where m e m b e r s of the 

L ight and Fowur Depar tment were present for the purpose of i n fo rm-

ing property owners about the project and responding to quest ions 

concerning i t . - . 

Cole R i chmond , 260 Chestnut Street , P a l o Alto , speaking on behal f 

of the Board oj the A M E Z ion Church , 3549 Midd le f ie ld Road , asked 

quest ions concerning detai ls of the pro ject . Chief L ight and Power 

Eng ineer Bosz.i responded to quest ions and advised l i t t le or no cost 

to the Church would a r i se out of the ins ta l la t ion of the proposed 

underground ut i l i t ies , and invi ted M r . R i c hmond to d iscuss the mat-

ter fur ther witii h im , i f necessary . 

Jeff W i l k s , Manager of the Pac i f i c Telephone Company office in P a l o 

Alto,, stated he could not respond to M r . R i c hmond ' s quest ions at 

this t ime , but es t imated costs would be nom ina l . 

Dean Stenberg, attorney represent ing M r s . Baker , owner of the prop-

erty at 3475 Midd le f ie ld Road , P a l o Alto , a* ked quest ions concerning 

detai ls of the pro ject cost, and M r . Bosza and M r . Morgan rep l ied . 

1 S 9 
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: Rober t J . Debs, 3145 F lowers , P a l o Alto , asked where he m igh t see 

• plans showing physica l detai ls of Die pro ject and was advised by 

. M r . Morgan that, in accordance with regu lar procedure , deta i led 

; construct ion plans a re not yet ava i lab le . M r . Jones a lso responded 

'V stating that i f the proposed d i s t r i c t i s f o rmed , p lans w i l l be presented 

/ , to Counci l for approva l and, b idding, then bids w i l l be invi ted. M r . Debs 

u r g e d t h a t t h e Pac i f i c Telephone Company and the City present 

- their ' p lans at the same t ime . - ; ^ ' • " •• . i J • " '. ; / 

Mayor Arno ld dec lared the publ ic port ion of the hear ing closed.. 

MOTION: Counc i lman Ga l l agher introduced the fol lowing ord inance 

• and 'moved , seconded by Beahrs , its approva l for f i r s t reading: . 

"An Ord inance Amend ing Section 12, 16.020 of Chapter 12. 16 o f , 

Ti t le 12 cf the Pa l o Alto Mun i c i pa l Coce by Es tab l i sh ing Under- * 

. ground Uti l i ty D i s t r i c t No. 12" . • 

The ordinance was approved for f i r s t read ing unan imous ly by voice 

vote. -

MOTION: Counc i lman Ga l l agher in t roduced the fol lowing reso lu t ion 

and moved , seconded by Beahrs , i ts adoption: 

Reso lu t ion No. 4327 entit led "A Reso lu t ion De te rm in i ng Prop-

ert ies E lect ing to Pay Cost Over a P e i i o d of Y e a r s " 

Bond Counsel Jones advised that if propert; r owners in addit ion to 

those l is ted on Exhib i t A of the proposed resolut ion should wish to 

elect to pay the cost over a per iod of year's, a r r angemen ts can be 

made for them to do so. . ' 

The resolut ion was adopted unan imous ly by voice vote. 

Transpor ta t ion P l a n n i n g P r o g r a m -

Amaran t a Avenue Area 

/ 

Counc i lman D.as presented the repor t of the P lann ing and P rocedu res 

Commi t t ee regard ing the port ion of the Transpor ta t ion P lann ing Pro-

g r a m which relates to the Amaran t a Avenu-i area and asked that any-

one in the aud.ence who wished to speak be permi t ted to do so before 

the mot ion containing the Commi t t ee recorr mendat ions is made . 

Joseph B . Harvey , Eos Rob les Avenue, Pa l o Al to , stated that he 

bel ieved i t may not have been made c lear at the Commi t t ee meet ing 

that the bump.', suggested to slow t ra f f ic were recommended for 

ins ta l l a t ion only at stop s igns, suggesting t'.iat such ins ta l l a t ions 

would cause the Ci ty no increased l i ab i l i ty m d recommend ing their 

ins ta l l a t ion in the Amaran t a Avenue area . M r . Harvey then responded 

to quest ions f r o m Counc i l m e m b e r s concerning h is recommenda t i on . 

0 
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Ross Staley, •:•] 47. Amaran t a Avenue, Pa l o Al io , Cha i rman , L o m a 

.V is ta H o m e o w n e r s Assoc ia t ion , urged the Counc i l to support the 

port ion of the Commi t t ee ' r ecommenda t i on re la t ing to no change 

regard ing Los Rob les Avenue, and to refer the port ion of the recom- • 

.men ta t i on re la t ing to designat ion, of the area to Commi t t ee for recon-

siderat ion and to inc lude in their 'd i scuss ion the poss ib le use ox bumps 

at stop signs \ o slow t ra f f ic . . ... , ,,'./, ' • •\V.-V ; 

/ B r u c e Hamletu, 40 31 Amaran t a Avenue, Pa . l oA l to , presented a peti-

t i o n in support of t raf f ic contro l bumps on Amaran t a Avenue. . 

Gene Heck, 6-< 9 Maybe l l , P a l o Alto, spoke in favor of ins ta l la t ion 

of traf f ic bumps in the Amaran t a Avenue area . . -

D iscuss ion fol lowed and City Manager Morgan , City Attorney H i l debrand , 

D i rec tor of P lann ing and Commun i ty Deve lopment Fou rc roy , and 

Tra f f i c Eng ineer Noguchi rep l ied to quest ions concern ing poss ib le 

i nc reased City l iab i l i ty if bumps a re vised; ;he resul ts of t ra f f i c studies 

ind icat ing that 95% of the Ama r an t a Avenue t ra f f ic is generated in the 

area i tse l f ; th-2 poss ib le effect on the effect iveness of stop signs i f : 

bumps a re a lso ins ta l led at some of them; vhe poss ib i l i ty that other • 

neighborhoods 'might present m o r e jus t i f i ca t ion for bumps and request 

them a lso; the recent i nc reased pol ic ing of the Amaran t a area resu l t ing 

in the i s suanc 3,. mos t ly to res idents of the i r e a , of 1 0 1 ci tat ions in 

n ine days, the: des i rab i l i ty of having the loca l ne ighborhood assoc i-

ation educate Its m e m b e r s in regard . to safe dr iv ing prac t ices , and 

the intent ion of ma in ta in ing increased pol ice surve i l l ance of the a rea 

unti l the t raf f ic situation is improved . ' 

MOTION: Counc i lman Dias moved , on behalf of the F lann ing and Pro-

cedures Commi t t ee , that in regard to the Ama r an t a Avenue a rea 

port ion of the Transpor ta t ion P lann ing P r o g r a m that the Los Rob les 

Avenue extension to A r a s t r a de r o Road r ecommended by the consult-

ant and the Pa.radise Way route and Ma tadero Avenue route recom-

mended as a l ternat ives a re not acceptable . : 

The mot ion ca.rried unan imous ly by voice vote. 

MOTION: Counc i lman Dias moved , on behal f of the P lann ing and 

P rocedu res Commi t t ee , that in rega rd to the Amaran t a Avenue a rea 

por t ion of the Transpor ta t ion P lann ing P r o g r a m that the Counc i l 

recogn ize the Amaran t a Avenue /Maybe l l Avenue /Cou lombe D r i ve 

route as a nei ^hborhood col lector street route rather than as a group 

of loca l res iden t i a l streets with the unders1 anding that no recom-

menda t ion is made or imp l i e d for any present or fu ture widening or 

other imp rovemen t of those streets which would encourage any 

greater propor t ion of the a rea ' s t raf f ic than they present ly ca r ry . 

A M E N D M E N T : Counc i lman Comstock moved , seconded by Pea r son , 

to delete "as a neighborhood col lector street route rather than" . 

The amendmen t ca r r i ed by ma j o r i t y voice vote. 
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A M E N D M E N T : Counc i lman Comstock movo.d, seconded by Pea rson , 

' that the staff be d irected to p repa re a plan Cor the ins ta l la t ion of . -

traf f ic bumps at the stop signs on Amaran t a Avenue. 

\ ; A M E N D M E N T OUT OF O R D E R : Mayor Arno ld ru led . the proposed 

'" .amendment out of order at this t ime . , " . * - ; 

' . The mot ion then fai led on the fol lowing ro l l call, vote: : " 

' A r n o l d , Comstock , Pea r son ' . ' :• 

: . ' . ' v : ' ' ;Noes: Beahrs , Berwa ld , C l a rk , D ias , Ga l l agher , Nor ton , 

- , - ' < V' - Spaeth, Y/heatley • 

i MOTION: Counc i lman Comstock moved , seconded by Pea r son , that 

staff be d irected to prepare plans for t ra f f ic bumps for Ama ran t a 

Avenue at each stop sign. 

\ The mot ion fa i led by ma j o r i t y voice vote. 
' • • i • ' . . . . ' 

•. ' i .. 

! Counc i lman D: as reported rece ipt by the P lann ing and Procedures 

Commi t t ee of a petit ion request ing remova l of the b a r r i e r at C l emo 

; Avenue and advised that s ince the b a r r i e r s were ins ta l led on a t r i a l 
• < 

bas is , no act ion is recommended at this t ime . 

(The Counc i l i ecessed f r o m 10:00 to 10:15 m . ) 

A lcoho l ic Beverage L icense Transfer -

135 Univers i ty Avenue (CMR:430:0) 

Mayo r Arno ld asked pe rm i s s i o n to br ing 

the i t em relati ng to an a lcoho l i c beverage 

Avenue. The i e were no object ions. 

MOTION: Vice Mayor Wheat ley moved , seconded by Beahrs , that the 

City protest the a lcoho l ic beverage l i cense t rans fer appl icat ion *of the 

"Poppycock " , 135 Un ivers i ty Avenue, in accordance with the staff 

recommenda t ion contained in the City Manage r ' s repor t of J anuary 23, 

1970 (CMR:42 0:0), 

The mot ion ca r r i ed unan imous ly by voice vote. 

P a l o Al to Consumers Exchange ' ' 

Mayo r Arno ld requested pe rm i s s i on to consider out of order at this 

t ime the i t em relat ing to the P a l o A l to Consumer s Exchange. There 

\ v /ere no object ions . ' 

MOTION: Counc i lman Spaeth moved , secorded by Beahrs , to continue 
1 for one week the ma t te r concerning the Pa l o A l to Consumers Exchange. 

The mot ion ca r r i ed unan imous ly by voice vote. 

up out of order at. this t ime 

l i cense t rans fer at 135 Univers i ty 

/ 
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m BOARTI OF S U P E W I S O R S 

OOUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 
R O O M 5 2 - 4 / C O U N T Y A D M I N I S T R A T I O N B U I L D I N G 
7 0 VtfEST H E D D I N G ST. / S A N J O S E , C A L I F O R N I A 9 5 I I O / 2 Q 9 - 2 3 2 3 

Richard c . Placone, President 
Barron Park Association 
601 Chimalus Drive 
Palo Alto* California 94306 

MEMBERS OF THE BOARD 
SIG SANCHEZ / 1ST DISTRICT 

Dominic L* Cortese ŵcKjcaaasoaGKissc / 2 n d d i s t r i c t 

CHARLES A. QUINN / 3RD DISTRICT 
• - RALPH H. MEHRKENS / 4TH DISTRICT 

Victor Calvo , s ™ d i s t r i c t 
August 18, 1969 

YOUR COMMUNICATION REGARDING 
Traffic problems - Barron^ Park 

WAS PLACED O N THE BOARD'S AGENDA FOR s-ifcugust 26, 1969 

-'YOUR COMMUNICATION WAS 
• DEFERRED TO THE BOARD MEETING OF 

0 REFERRED TO the Department (of Public Warks 

• FOR STUDY AND RECOMMENDATION. 

0 FOR REPORT AND FURTHER. CONSIDERATION BY THE BOARD < 3 K . 

• OTHER 
V-
. REMARKS:^ 

September 3, 1969/ 

y" 

xxscmm XXXXXBK 

• FILED FOR PUBLIC" RECORD • GRANTED • DENIED • ADOPTED • OTHER 

• REFERRED FOR APPROPRIATE ACTION TO: , March 24, 1970;'" 
Please be advised that the Board of Supervisors at its meeting this 

REMARKS: D A T E accepted Llie attached report of the Department of Public Worko 
relative to traffic flow and speed control in the Barron Park area. 

cc: Public v&>rks Dept. 
(w/piaconc Letter) 

BY 

Jean Pullan 
C L E R K / B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S 

FILE COPY 
FORM 7 7 3 6 



Qbunty of Santa Clar 

Office of the Board of Supervisors 
524 Coun ty A d m i n i s t r a t i o n B u i l d i n g 

70 Wes t H e d d i n g St reet 
J ^ ^ San Jose , C a l i f o r n i a 95110 

299-2323 A r e a C o d e 408 

California 
* ' • Date August 27 , f 19 69 

The Board of Supervisors at its meeting of August 26, , 19 69 

Referred to Public Works Department 

Agenda Item # 17 Description Road Plans re Barron Park Area 

Directive Study and Recommendation 
x Report 

Preparation of Necessary Papers 
Appropriate Action 
Reply to Writer 

Remarks 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk of the Board 



B A R R O N P A R K A S S O C I A T I O N 

The Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County 

70 West Hedding Street 

San Jose, California. 

Gen 11emen: 

August 13, 1969 

v j / ^ 

In this letter we wish to bring to your attention two items of current 

concern to Barron Park residents and to express to you the position of 

the Barron Park Association: 

1. Through traffic: A recent report by the engineering consulting 
firm of De Leuw Cat her and Company to the City of Palo Alto 
r e c o m m e n d e d in part (p.9) that Los Robles Avenue in Barron Park 
be extended to intersect Arastradero Avenue. W e , the residents 
of Barron Park, strongly oppose the extension of Los Robles or '7\7a1 

through to tradero. Such jJie_ extens ion of any other street 
extensions are wholly unnecessary, would be acutely detrimental 
to our residential community, and would be in blatant contra~ 
diction to the Barron PajJk_Gene£aj^j^ adopted.,by. Santa Clara 
CoImTv^iTi FJSfT] We reTterate our support of the Barron Park 
General Plan, and we emphasize our desire to preserve Barron 
Park as a residential community essentially closed to all . 
traffic thoroughfares (Section l.C. of the Barron Park General 
Plan). This desire of our community was reaffirmed by a unanimous 
vote at an open meeting of the Barron Park Association on June ?.7> 
1969. — / CR& f f i 

Y/e wish to bring to your attention the continuing problem of 
s peed 1 i m 1 t^Mojjat ion^a nd reckless d r ? vi n q on some Barron Park 
streets. Although the speed limit throughout Barron Park is 25 
m.p.h., on the more heavily travelled streets this limit is 
routinely ignored. Reckless driving is common, particularly 
during nighttime hours. 

Y/e hereby solicit your aid in studying this problem arid in 
instituting app ropr i ate enfo rcement and con t ro 1 measures. Speed i ng 
jj* common on Los Robles, Hatadero, Laguna, La Donna, and Barron, 
Avenues.. The i n tjuiscct ion of La Donna and Barron Avenues is 
particularly dangerous. • V/e ask that the appropriate'county 
a gene i es be i ns t rue ted to i nves t i gate t f\3 t ra ff i c f low and speed 
limit violations on these s t reets, to eva 1 ua te the effcct i vencss 
of present enforcement, and to implement appropriate control 
measures. 

you fC) r your attention 

Si nccrc ly yours ,, , 

fK chard C. Placune, President 
Bar ron Pa r k' Assoc i a t i on 



B A R R O N P A R K A S S O C I A T I O N 

August 13, 1969 

Mrs. Jean Pullan, 
Clerk to the Board of Supervisors 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 

Dear Mrs. Pu1lan: 

I am enclosing five copies of a letter from the Barron Park Association 

which I should be glad if you would distribute to the Chairman and the 

Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara County. Thank you. 

Sincerely yours 

Richard C. Placone 
Pres-i dent 
Barron Park Association 

601 Chimalus Drive 
Palo Alto, California 9^306 

Enclosures 

RCP/cw 
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Department of Public Works 
" ^ ^ ^ ^ C o u n t y O f f i c e B u i l d i n g 

- ' A i i C j. r \ * j B 2 0 W e s t H e d d i n g St ree t * County OY Santa ClatiW • San J o s e C a l i f o r n i a 95110 

(California 
TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM S.D. All 

Page 1 of 1 DATE: November 7 , 19 6 9 

FOR: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF November 18 , igj>9 
FROM: James T. Pott, Director 
TITLE: ROADWAY PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 

DESCRIPTION: 

Attached is a report on subject matter. During 
preparation of the report, complaints were received 
by the Transportation Policy Committee on the same 
subject. The Department has been instructed to submit 
a report to the Transportation Policy Committee. It 
is recommended that the report be approved and that 
appropriate distribution be made by the Public Works 
Department. 

JTP:dg 
Att. 

AGENDA DATA: DATE: BOARD ACTION: 
ITEM NO: 
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2> D E P A R T M E N T O F P U B L I C W O R K S J A M E S T . P O T T , D I R E C T O R 

S A N T A C L A R A C O U N T Y O F F I C E B U I L D I N G 

C I V I C C E N T E R 

2 0 W E S T H E D O I N G S T R E E T 

S A N J O S E , C A L I F O R N I A 9 5 H O 

November 7, 1969 

ROADWAY PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 

The Expressway Policy Resolution adopted at the outset 
of the program contains certain maintenance implications in 
addition to those policy statements directly applicable to 
the implementation of the program. The Policy Resolution 
specifically provided that the County Road System would be 
expanded to include all expressways, whether inside or outside 
of cities. The Policy Resolution also made no allowance in 
the expressway program for the provision of funds to maintain 
these roadways. By implication, funds for maintenance of 
expressways were to be extracted from existing County main-
tenance monies. 

Prior to the onset of the expressway program, typical 
County practice in the maintenance of roadways was to patch 
those minor roadways which could be patched and to overlay 
with asphaltic concrete paving those arterial highways which 
required a higher level of maintenance activity. An evalua-
tion of these existing practices produced a conclusion that 
the cost of pothole patching on a tonnage basis was extremely 
high, primarily because of the high labor costs involved. 

It was also realized that the urbanization of the County 
would not much longer permit pothole patching as an acceptable 
alternative, if for no other reason than the traffic danger to 
relatively large numbers of County employees involved in the 
patching process. It further became apparent that the overlay 
program could not meet the anticipated need without eventually 
diverting all construction monies to the maintenance program. 

This situation produced a need to change. The need to 
change existing maintenance practices was also triggered by 
a practical suspicion that the funding level for maintenance 
purposes would not be allowed to assume a disproportionate 

- 1 -
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Roadway Preventive Maintenance Program 

share of total road funds available. If an alternative was 
available to match road maintenance costs with anticipated 
available road maintenance funds, it would have to be 
exercised. 

Several alternatives were evaluated from the standpoint 
of maintenance life, traffic safety, cost, traffic service, 
and social acceptability. These alternatives are briefly 
described as follows: 

1. An expanded overlay program would produce a 
product of approximately the same maintenance 
life as the other alternatives. The traffic 
safety aspects of this alternative would not 
change the safety characteristics of the 
original pavement and some difficulty was 
being experienced in wet weather because of 
traction on smooth surfaces. The cost of an 
overlay effort on a thin-blanket basis would 
be about 4.5 £ per square foot including re-
striping. Traffic service during the overlay 
process would be severely hampered and roadway 
cross-slopes would eventually be markedly 
changed by the increase in crown height of 
the roadway. Any special lane markings 
would have to be completely replaced. Social 
acceptability of the surface per se 'would be 
unchanged from the original. 

2. Pavement rejuvenation through the use of special 
additives to the surface produced an unknown 
quantity in terms of evaluating maintenance life. 
There would be some impairment of safety charac-
teristics because the roadway surface would 
become smoother. Cost of pavement rejuvenation 
would be approximately 1. per square foot-
including restriping. Traffic service charac-
teristics of this type of practice would be poor 
on high-volume roadways since the road should be 
closed for a period of some hours. There would 
probably be no impact on social acceptability, 
although there might be some reduction in roadway 
surface noise levels due to a smoother surface. 

3. A slurry seal alternative was evaluated and is 
regarded as an effective means.to secure signifi-
cant additional maintenance life. Safety charac-
teristics of the roadway surface would be unimpaired. 
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Cost would be roughly 1.5t per square foot. 
Traffic service characteristics of this 
alternative are regarded as poor since the 
road should be closed to traffic for a 24-hour 
period. Social acceptability would be good 
since the new pavement surface would appear 
very much like the original pavement surface. 

4. Chip sealing on a routine basis appeared to 
offer considerable promise of an adequate 
solution. Maintenance life is high. The 
resulting surface is more durable than A.C. 
paving. This has been verified on an old 
section of Almaden Road. Safety aspects of 
this alternative are good. The roadway has 
considerable reflectivity during periods of 
limited visibility. Pavement traction is 
improved and there has been a noticeable 
reduction in expressway fence damage caused 
by vehicles going off the road. Visibility 
of lane markings is improved during periods 
of wet weather and limited visibility because 
runoff tends to occur between the rock chips 
rather than sheeting over the top of the 
pavement. Traffic service characteristics 
are as., good or better than'other alternatives 
since the roadway can be driven on rather 
quickly following placement of the seal coat 
and chips as long as proper speed control'is 
exercised. Social acceptability would probably 
be relatively low because this is not the 
normal type of pavement surface associated 
with high-class roadways and the surface 
would probably produce somewhat increased 
noise levels. The matter of association of 
chip sealing with class of roadway was dis-
carded as a logical argument since a number 
of freeways in the State are in fact carrying 
a chip-seal surface. The matter of increased 
noise was regarded as a potential problem 
subject to further evaluation following actual 
placement of chip seals in various areas of the 
County, Placement of chip seals has now occurred 
using chips in two size categories. On portions 
of Central Expressway and-on Oregon Expressway, 
1/4-inch-max. chips have been used. On other 
expressways, 3/8-inch-max. chips have been used. 
On subdivision streets, 1/4-inch-max. chips have 
been used. On rural roadways, 3/8-inch-max. 
chips have been used. 
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Roadway Preventive M a i n t e n a n c e Program 

With the completion of the summer chip-sealing program, 
complaints have been received regarding the expressway chip-
sealing effort. These complaints have been directed toward 
increased noise levels and toward vehicular damage caused 
by 3/8-inch chips impinging upon portions of the automobile. 

As a part of the continuing effort to evaluate the overall 
effectiveness of the maintenance program, noise levels on 
County expressways with 3/8-inch-max. chip seal surfaces were 
investigated and compared to currently accepted standards of 
annoyance described in various highway research papers , 
publications of the International Standards Organization 
and the Acoustical Society of America. Noise levels on 
1/4-inch-max. chip seal surfaces on County expressways have 
not yet been evaluated since complaints have not been received. 
All tests used standard passenger cars traveling at the speed 
limit and noise levels were measured 24 feet from centerline. 

Passenger car traffic on 3/8-inch chip seal pavements 
has produced noise levels about 4 to 5 dBA higher than on 
asphaltic concrete pavements or portland cement concrete 
pavements. Test results also show that the noise level 
difference between a chip seal pavement and an A.C. or P.C.C. , 
pavement declines by about 1.5 dBA after one year. The noise 
level upon a newly chip-sealed surface is about 78 dBA at 4-5 mph. 
Based upon previous complaint levels , as well as published 
reports regarding social acceptance rates , the target maximum 
noise level under test conditions on County expressways should 
be about 7 5 dBA. On roadway sections where passenger car 
noise levels are at 70 to 75 dBA, complaints are practically 
nonexistent. It should be parenthetically noted that current 
Vehicle Code noise level standards are 86 dBA for cars and 
92 dBA for trucks under expressway-type conditions. 

Roadway noise produced by a 3/8-inch—max. chip seal 
effort is a problem. Complaints for damage to vehicles 
. caused by 3/8-inch rocks are a problem. 

The chip seal program should continue but in modified 
form. Now that there has been an evaluation utilizing both 
sizes of chips, it is concluded that the program as it per-
tains to expressways should use the smaller size chip with 
a maximum somewhere between 1/4-inch and 5/16-inch. It 
would be helpful to have the actual maintenance program 
supplemented by a public information program explaining 
the need, the cost implication, and the safety implications 
of it. A land use implication.has also become apparent as 
a result of the nature of complaints. The problem of noise 
appears to originate primarily along those expressways 
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Roadway Preventive M a i n t e n a n c e Program 

without an intervening frontage road, i.e., where lots 
"back up" directly to the expressway. Subdivision design 
in this situation could be improved to somewhat follow the 
example exhibited along Prospect Road. In this area, solid 
fences , preferably of masonry, might be more effective in 
controlling roadway noise whether above or below the target 
limit described in this report. With a back-up policy, the 
Department has also experienced a difficulty in maintaining 
the area between the expressway fence and the private fence. 
The back-up policy is a good policy, but perhaps it could 
be improved by an arrangement for some cost-sharing between 
a developer and the County so that only one fence would be 
installed and of a higher caliber so that the sound problem 
might be further minimized. 

JTP:dg 



... ; * * 
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
RELATING TO PUBLIC HEARINGS AND LOCATION AND 
DESIGN APPROVAL ON THE FEDERAL AID HIGHWAYS 
PROGRAM IN CALIFORNIA 

WHEREAS, the Federal Highway Administrator recently filed 

rules in the Federal Register regarding public hearings and the 

process of locating and designing all federal aid highways; and 

WHEREAS, these proposed rules would cover all federal aid 

highways, including federal^aid secondary, urban extensions, 

and other highways under the jurisdiction of local agencies; and 

WHEREAS, these rules strike at the heart of the principles 

of home rule and effectively transfer control of location and 

detailed design from the local jurisdictions to the Federal 

Highway Administrator in Washington, D. C.; and 

WHEREAS, the federal rules provide for unnecessarily 

lengthy, involved and expensive proceedings; and 

WHEREAS, while the public should be given the utmost 

opportunity to be heard in such matters, highway improvements 

should not be stayed by any individual or group that disagrees 

with the majority opinion; and 

WHEREAS, decisions as to the location and design of city 

streets and county roads should be made at the local level, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors 

of the County of Santa Clara that the Federal Highway Administra-

tor is requested to rescind immediately the proposed rules in 

the Federal Register relating to the location and design of 

federal aid highways. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if the Federal Highway 

Administrator does not make such rescission forthwith that the 



adoption of the rules be delayed until a full and complete 

study can be made on this subject to develop rules to provide 

for full public involvement, but which would not violate the 

principles of home rule, or allow interminable delay by dissi-

dent persons or groups, 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Clerk of this Board of 

Supervisors be, and hereby is, requested to forward six copies 

of this resolution to the Federal Highway Administration, and 

a copy to the Director of the California Department of Public 

Works, and to Senators George Murphy and Thomas H . Kuchel and 

Congressmen Charles S. Gubserjand Don Edwards. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the 

County of Santa Clara, State of California, on November 18, 

1968 by the following vote: 

AYES: Supervisors, Delia Maggiore Spangler M e h r k e n s Sanchez Q u i n n 

NOES: Supervisors, ^ONE 

ABSENT: Supervisors, yoNE ; \ V 

Chairman, Board,of Supervisors 

ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, Clerk 
of the Board of Supervisors 

Z7 

JRK:meb - 11/18/68 



November 19, 1968 

Honorable Donlon Edwards 
Congressman, Ninth District 
House Office Building 
Washington 25, D* C* 

Subjects Public Hearings and Location and Design Approval 
on the Federal Aid Highways in California 

My dear Assemblyman Edwards i 

The Board of Supervisors of Santa Clara county is alarmed at 
new regulations proposed by the Federal Highway Administration 
which would usurp present procedures in regard to public hear-
ings and location and design approval regarding the Federal Aid 
Highways program in California* 

These regulations would be a reversal of the traditional Federal-
State relationship and the Federal government would effectively 
take over control from home rule* 

The Board of Supervisors* based upon the enclosed resolution, 
urges that you use your good offices to acconplish immediate 
rescission of the proposed regulations or that the effective 
date of adoption be delayed until there can be a fully study* 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Mrs* Jean Pullan 
Clerk of the Board 

JPsHWskb 
Enclosure 

CCs CSAC Same letter sent to all addresses 
on the attached list, with enclosures 



RESOLUTION f P THE BOARD OF S U P E R V I S O R S ^ 1 THE COUNTY 
OF SANTA CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, RELATING TO PUBLIC 
HEARINGS AND LOCATION AND DESIGN APPROVAL ON THE 
FEDERAL AID HIGHWAYS PROGRAM IN CALIFORNIA 

November 18, 1968 

One Copy Each to: 

M r . James Moe 
California Department of Public Works 
1120 N . Street 
Sacramento, California 

Hon. Donlon Edwards (^^rri^tZ, 
Congressman, Ninth District 
House Office Building 
Washington 25, D . C . 

Hon. Charles S. Gubser 
Congressman, Tenth District 
House Office Building 
Washington 25, D . C . 

Hon. George Murphy 
United States Senator 
Senate Office Building 
Washington 25, D . C . 

Hon. Thomas H . Kuchei 
United States Senator 
Senate Office Building 
Washington 25, D . C . 

M r . William R . MacDougall, Gen. Manager (Copy of letter with 
County Supervisors Association of California Resolution) 
1100 Elks Building 
Sacramento, California 

Six Copies to: 

Federal Highway Administration 
Rules and Docket Room 512 
400 Sixth Street S. W . 
Washington, D . C . 20591 



C.OUNTY S U P E R V I S O R S 
A S S O C I A T I O N 

MOO ELKS BUILDING, SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 • PHONE 441-4011, AREA CODE 916 

November 1.2, 1968 

CHAIRMAN, B O A R D OF SUPERVISORS 

C L E R K OF THE B O A R D 

We have recently received some a l a rm i ng news with reference to the 

public hear ings and locat ion and design approval on the Federa l A id 

Highways program in Ca l i forn ia . The regulat ions attached would 

v i r tua l ly destroy home ru le concepts as the Federa l Highway Admin-

is t ra tor wil l usurp the present procedures and wi l l personal ly resolve 

a l l prob lems of location and design when requested by any person. It 

would wipe out the present decis ion mak ing powers of state and loca l 

governments . 

We are attaching the following background ma te r i a l : 

A . Let ter of November 8, 1968, addressed to var ious 

Highway Support G roups and to the membe r s oi 

Ca l i fo rn ia ' s Congress iona l Delegation; 

B. Notice of Proposed Regulat ions by the Federa l High-

way Admin i s t r a t i on re Pub l i c Hear ings and Locat ion 

and Design Approva l ; 

C. Letter to W i l l i am R . MacDouga l l dated November 8, 

1968, f r om J . A . Lega r r a , State Highway Eng ineer ; 

and 

D. A suitable Reso lu t ion of protest which, hopefully, wi l l 

be adopted by each board and placed in the hands of the 

Federa l Highway Adm in i s t r a t o r p r io r to November 22, 

1968. 

If you have any questions, kindly contact your County Road Commis s i one r 

or our office. 

Sincerely, 

W M . R. M A C D O U G A L L 
G E N E R A L C O U N S E L AND M A N A G 

' / ' v ' K 

Vincent T. Cooper 

Ass is tant /Genera l Manager 

f^a O-XJ 

R O B E R T W . B O L E S . PRESIDENT 
HATHAWAY P INES , CALAVERAS C O U N T Y 

W A R R E N M . D O R N , FIRST V ICE PRESIDENT 
L A . C A N A D A , LOS A N G E L E S C O U N T Y 

S I G S A N C H E Z . S E C O N D V I C E PRESIDENT 
G I L R O Y , SANTA CLARA C O U N T Y 

H A R R Y P. S C H M I D T , TREASURER 
G U S T I N E , MERCED C O U N T Y 



RONALD RfjAĜ N, tVovemor 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

DIVISION OF HIGHWAYS 
P . O . BOX 1499, SACRAMENTO 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

November 8, 1968 

Mr. William R . MacDougall 
General Counsel and Manager 
County Supervisors Association 

of California 
1100 Elks Building 
Sacramento, California 95814 

Dear Sir: 

As you are aware on Friday, November 1, a meeting 
was held in the Highway Commission Room in the Public Works 
Building, Sacramento, with a selected group of city, county 
and state representatives. County Government was represented 
by Messrs. Vic Sauer of Contra Costa County, Howard Van Reyper 
of Yolo County, Bruce McClain of Monterey County, and Irv. 
Morhar of Los Angeles County. The purpose of this meeting 
was to discuss the proposed federal regulations regarding 
public hearings and location and design approval with parti-
cular emphasis given to the possible serious impact on 
federal-aid programs in California. For your information, a 
copy of the proposed regulations as published in the Federal 
Register on October 23* 1968, is enclosed. 

It was the concensus of the group after consideration 
of the details of the proposed directive that while the primary 
purpose of the proposal is commendable, the means proposed for 
attaining that end are not all compatible with the overall 
interests of the federal-aid highway programs or of the local and 
state jurisdictions involved. 

It is the State !s intention to accept the invitation 
of the Federal Highway Administrator, as printed in the last 
paragraph of the published notice, by submitting comments 
regarding the impropriety of the Federal G o v e r n m e n t s attempt 
to usurp certain prerogatives that properly belong to state 
and local governments. 

The State's official position is reflected in the 
enclosed departmental communication to "Highway Support Groups" 
and to members of the California Congressional Delegation. We 
request and strongly recommend that this position be supported 
by the Supervisors Association and by as many individual Boards 
of Supervisors as can be arranged. As requested by the group, 
a suggested resolution for your use in effecting this support 
is enclosed. 



Mr, William R. MacDougall -2- November 8, 1968 

Your assistance and continued support in effecting 
the objectives of the highway program are appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Enclosures 
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STATE Of CALIFORNIA—TRANSPORTATION AGENCY , 

DEPARTMENT 6F PUBLIC WORKS 
1120 N STREET 
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 93814 

N o v e m b e r 8 , 1968 

LETTER INDIVIDUALLY ADDRESSED TO VARIOUS "HIGHWAY SUPPORT GROUPS" 
AND TO THE MEMBERS OF CALIFORNIA'S CONGRESSIONAL DELEGATION. 

\ 

G e n t l e m e n : 

On O c t o b e r 2 3 , 1 9 6 8 , t h e F e d e r a l H i g h w a y A d m i n i s t r a t o r p u b l i s h e d 
p r o p o s e d r u l e s in t h e F e d e r a l R e g i s t e r r e l a t i n g t o p u b l i c h e a r i n g s 
a n d p r o c e d u r e s f o r t h e l o c a t i o n a n d d e s i g n of a l l F e d e r a l - a i d 
h i g h w a y s . T h e s e r u l e s a r e a c o m p l e t e r e v e r s a l of t h e t r a d i t i o n a l 
F e d e r a l - S t a t e r e l a t i o n s h i p and t h e F e d e r a l G o v e r n m e n t w i l l e f f e c -
t i v e l y t a k e o v e r c o n t r o l f r o m h o m e r u l e w i t h r e s p e c t to d e t a i l e d 
l o c a t i o n and d e s i g n of a l l F e d e r a l - a i d p r o j e c t s on S t a t e h i g h w a y s , 
c o u n t y r o a d s , and c i t y s t r e e t s . 

T h e r e w a s n o o p p o r t u n i t y f o r a h e a r i n g on t h e s e r u l e s ; h o w e v e r , 
i n t e r e s t e d p e r s o n s m a y c o m m e n t on t h e m to t h e F e d e r a l H i g h w a y 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n p r i o r t o N o v e m b e r 2 3 . On t h e l a t t e r d a t e , it is 
p r o p o s e d t h a t t h e y b e c o m e p e r m a n e n t r u l e s , a n d if t h i s o c c u r s , t h e y 
w i l l h a v e t h e f o r c e of l a w . 

T h e s e r u l e s p r o v i d e f o r l e n g t h y , d e t a i l e d , and e x p e n s i v e p r o c e d u r e s , 
w h i c h w i l l b e m a n d a t o r y i n t h e l o c a t i o n and d e s i g n of a l l F e d e r a l -
aid h i g h w a y s w h e t h e r t h e y a r e s t a t e h i g h w a y s o r f r e e w a y s , c o u n t y 
F e d e r a l - a i d s e c o n d a r y r o a d s , or c i t y s t r e e t s i n v o l v i n g u r b a n 
e x t e n s i o n s , o r t h e s o - c a l l e d T o p i c s P r o g r a m . T h e s e r u l e s w i l l , in 
t h e m s e l v e s , f o r c e s u b s t a n t i a l d e l a y s in h i g h w a y c o n s t r u c t i o n . M o r e 
i m p o r t a n t l y , t h e y w i l l a l s o p r o v i d e t h a t t h e F e d e r a l H i g h w a y A d m i n -
i s t r a t o r m u s t p e r s o n a l l y r e s o l v e a l l p r o b l e m s of s u c h l o c a t i o n and 
d e s i g n w h e n r e q u e s t e d b y a n y p e r s o n . T h i s m e a n s t h a t t h e s e d e c i s i o n s 
w i l l b e m a d e in W a s h i n g t o n , D . C . , a n d t h a t t h e y c a n w e l l be 
c o n t r a r y to w h a t t h e s t a t e o r a n y c i t y a n d c o u n t y t h i n k s is d e s i r a b l e 
f o r its c i t i z e n s I t , in e f f e c t , m a k e s t h e C a l i f o r n i a H i g h w a y 
C o m m i s s i o n , C o u n t y B o a r d s of S u p e r v i s o r s , and C i t y C o u n c i l s m e r e 
a d v i s o r y g r o u p s on F e d e r a l - a i d p r o j e c t s . 



* • 
-2- N o v e m b e r 8 , 1968 

M o r e o v e r , it is •our o p i n i o n that any i n t e r e s t e d party m a y , upon 
the r e c e i p t of a d e c i s i o n from the F e d e r a l H i g h w a y A d m i n i s t r a t o r , 
take the m a t t e r to c o u r t and let a c o u r t d e c i d e w h e t h e r the 
d e c i s i o n was in .accordance with law or w h e t h e r some detail of the 
i n v o l v e d p r o c e e d i n g s was not e x a c t l y f o l l o w e d in the course of 
m a k i n g the j u d g m e n t . T h i s , a g a i n , r e l a t e s to all location and 
d e s i g n m a t t e r s . It could force c o n s t r u c t i o n d e l a y s for y e a r s . 

The D e p a r t m e n t of Public Works feels v e r y s t r o n g l y that these 
r u l e s can have a d i s a s t r o u s effect u p o n the F e d e r a l - a i d h i g h w a y 
p r o g r a m . 

the D e p a r t m e n t is in c o m p l e t e a g r e e m e n t that the p u b l i c should be 
given full o p p o r t u n i t y to be h e a r d on all h i g h w a y matters'. 
C a l i f o r n i a has been a leader in d e v e l o p i n g p r o c e d u r e s for this 
p u r p o s e . H o w e v e r , we do not b e l i e v e that this c o n s i d e r a t i o n should 
be used as a d e v i c e to allow any i n d i v i d u a l or group that d i s a g r e e s 
with the m a j o r i t y o p i n i o n to f o r e s t a l l the c o n s t r u c t i o n of badly 
n e e d e d h i g h w a y s , to p l a c e the u l t i m a t e d e c i s i o n as to their 
l o c a t i o n or d e s i g n in W a s h i n g t o n or to lay out a p r o g r a m inviting 
l i t i g a t i o n w h i c h c o u l d go on e n d l e s s l y . 

We enlist your aid to p r e v a i l upon the F e d e r a l H i g h w a y A d m i n i s t r a t o r 
to r e s c i n d these vpry h a r m f u l r u l e s or at least to d e l a y their going 
into e f f e c t so that a t h o r o u g h and c o n s t r u c t i v e study can be m a d e 
to p r o v i d e for the spirit of f u r t h e r p u b l i c i n v o l v e m e n t w i t h o u t .the 
a l m o s t c o m p l e t e p o w e r by d i s s i d e n t i n d i v i d u a l s or groups to e n d l e s s l y 
d e l a y b a d l y needed p r o j e c t s . 

T i m e is e x t r e m e l y s h o r t . All c o m m e n t s on these rules must be in the 
h a n d s of the Federal H i g h w a y A d m i n i s t r a t i o n by N o v e m b e r 22 , 1 9 6 8 . 
We s t r o n g l y u r g e you to m a k e your v i e w s known to the A d m i n i s t r a t i o n 
by that time in the m a n n e r s p e c i f i e d , in the last p a r a g r a p h of the 
n o t i c e of.-.proposed r e g u l a t i o n s a t t a c h e d . ' 

S i n c e r e l y , 

A t t a c h m e n t 



• • 
WHEREAS, The Federal Highway Administrator 

recently filed rules in the Federal Register regarding 
public hearings and the process of locating and designing 
all Federal-aid highways; and 

> WHEREAS, These proposed rales would cover all 
Federal-aid highways, including Federal-aid secondary, 
urban extensions, and other highways under the jurisdiction 
of local agencies; and 

WHEREAS, These rules strike at the heart of the 
principles of home rule and effectively transfer control 
of location and detailed design from the local jurisdictions . 
to the Federal Highway Administrator in Washington, D.C.; 
and 

WHEREAS, The Federal rules provide for unnecessarily 
lengthy, involved, and expensive proceedings; and * 

WHEREAS, While the public should be given the 
utmost opportunity to be heard in such matters, highway 
improvements should not be stayed by any individual or group 
that disagrees with the majority opinion; and 

WHEREAS, Decisions as to the location and design 
of city streets and county roads should be made at the 
local level; now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by. the (City Council of the City of 
or Board of Supervisors of the County of 

), That the Federal Highway Administrator is 
requested to rescind immediately the proposed rules in the 
Federal Register relating to the location and design of 
Federal-aid highways; and be it further 

Resolved, That if' the Federal Highway Administrator 
does not make such rescission forthwith that the adoption of 
the rules be delayed until a full and complete study can be 
m&de on this subject to develop rules to provide for full 
public involvement; but which would not violate the principles 
of home rule, or allow interminable delay by dissident persons 
or groups. 

Resolved, That the (City Clerk or County Clerk) 
is requested to forward six copies of this resolution to 
the Federal highway Administration and a copy to the 
Director of the California Department of Public Works, and 
to Senators ; and and Congressmen 

, , and ' . 



DEPART®!!' OF 
My 

1X01 uSlfUt^U 
federal Aviation Adminlslrartorj 

I 14 CFR Part 71 J 
(Alrapuco Dockot No, C3-BV/-C3| 

FEDERAL AIRWAY. 
Proposed Altorti'ion 

The tFedcral Aviation Administration 
la considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Inderal Aviation Regulations that 
would d&signate an E alternatc/to V-71 
from Baton Rougo, La., l.JOO feet 
AOL via Uu* INT of Kalon Uovpe 020" T 
<020* M> \ind the Natchez, MiSs.. 156" T 
(1&0* M)\radials. 1,200 fed AOL to 
Natchez. litis would expedite/ the move-
ment of am traffic by providing a num -
bered routeuor arrivals p.ntf departures 
et Natchez Vnd Baton Rouge thus re-
lieving congestion on VVM caused by 
descending ascending aircraft arriv-
ing and departing thc.se to .ninata. 

Interested pVrsons jna}ypurticlpatc In 
the proposed rale making by submitting 
such written dAta, vlewi or arguments 
fu they may Vjes*rc- Communications 
6hould Identify tlie airsi/acc dockct num-
ber and be submitted triplicate to the 
Director, Southwest' region, Attention: 

lvl^on. Federal A via 

tlons received withi^ 30 days after pub-
lication of th'.s no^cc In the FEDERAL 
JIECISTER will be coni"ld2red before action 
Is' taken on the pjo^osed amendments. 

-The proposals contained In this notic^ 
may be changed !>/thcuight of comments 
received. 

ba available for 
persons at the 

Chief. Air Traffic SMvlf tm Administration, Tpst Office Eox 1G89, 
ydrt Worth, Tex. All ccnsmunlca 

,rORTAO 226* T (212- M) and St. 
fcilr... VOUTAC 24T T (233' M) racllalf. 

TMs additional control area would p:/>-
vice protection for instrument flight pule . 
air traffic which operate-! between /uni . 
andtthoenlx, Ariz. . f . 

Intttf-cated persons may participate in ! 
tho prVnoacd rule making by submitting 
such wtlttcn data, views, or arguments. 

thcA may desire. Communications 
should idVntiry the airspace duekct num-
ber and b\subjnlttcd in trlpUcnte to tho 
Director, Southwest Kcglonf Attention: 
Chief, Air ^Yaffle Division, Jrcdcral Avia-
tion Administration. Post Gnllec Box lfiS9, 
Fort Worth. Tlex. 76101. All communlca-* 
tlons received Vlthin 3(L*dayy after pub- . 
Illation of thl\ notlcr/ in the Fzner.Ar, 
RECJIS'IEP. will bc\onRi/crcd before action 
Is taken on the \ro/ored amendments. 
The proposal convened In this notice . 
may be changed hyfiie light of comments 
received. / \ 

An official docket Villi be available for 
examination by/nterc\tcd persons at the. 
Federal Aviatbsn AdmViistrutton, Onico 
of the Ocnerp/Counsel .Ytlcirtloa: Rules . 
Docket, 800 ifndepondoPM Avenue SW„ 
Washington D.C. 305C0\ An informa! . 
docket also'wlll be avallablMor examlna-" 
tlon al.jlfc ofllce of the Regional Air 

; Traffic mvlalon Chief. 
This Amendment b propo3ell under tho 

authority of section 307(u) oXthe Fed-
eral Aviation Act of 1950 (49 U.e^?. 1348). 

ued In Wash lug ton, D.C.,\>n Oc-
14,1908. \ 

H . B . HELSTROMA ' Chief, Airspace and Ai\ Traffic Rules Division. 
[F.R. Doc. 63-12857; Filed, Oct. 22; lC£8; 

' 8:47 a.m.] 
iiy tncuigr 
net wlli b 

teres t>?d 
An official doc 

examination by 
.Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW.t 
Washington, D.C. 205S01 An Informal 
dockct also win be available for examina-
tion at the ftffice of the YResional Air 
Traffic Dh Is'bn Chief. V 

This amendment is propoypd under the 
authority of section 307(a) W the Fed-
eral AvlatJen Act of 1S58 (49 X5.S.0.1348). 

Issued in Waslilngtoh, D.ffi., on Oc-
tober 14,1/68. \ 

T. McConM^cK, Ictlng Chief, Airsvaciiand Air Traffic Jlulcs Division. 
JPit. s. 60-12850: Filed. Oct. 1900; 

6:47 a hi. J 

I 14 CFR Parfr 71 1 
Airspace iJochet No. C8-SW- (K* 

CONVnOJ. ARPA 
Proposed Dos'cjnuJion 

le Federal Aviation Adrnlril.itralion 
1a lonslderlne an amendment to Parl\7l 
orftho Federal Aviation Regulations tl'at 
v,®uld designate an additional control 
^ea with a 12,500 foot M.3.L. floor to e::-
?nd from the Zunl, N. Men., 
lirect to the intersection of th3 

• Federal Highway Administration 
[ CFR Pert 3 1 
(Docket No. 36] 

PUBLIC HEARINGS AND LOCATION 
AND DESIGN APPKOyAi. 

Notico off Proposed Hogulciilonp 
Notice is hereby given that the Federal 

Hluhv/ay Admlnliti-ator la con-jldcring 
tho addition of a new Part 3 to Title 23 
of tho Code of Federal Re&ulatlonc, aa 
cot forth below. Tno purpose of the pro-
posed new part la to ensure, to the maxi-
mum extent practicable, that highway 
locations exid dcslcns reflect and are con-
sistent' with Federal, State, and local 
0cals and objectives. The rule3, policies, 
end procedures that would be estab-
lished by this i*irt are intended to afford 
full opportunity for effective public par-
ticipation in the consideration of high-
way location <uid-design proposals by 
State highway departments whose re-' 
sponslbillty it is to make hljhwuy deci-
sions, before submission to the. Federal 
Highway Administration for approval. 
They provide a medium for free and 
open discussion and are dc^sm^d to en-
ccurr.se tmnicc-bte resolution of.contro-
versial Issues that, may arise. 

Tho prope-scd reflation requires £tate 
highway deportmsmto to fully consider a 

wide range of factors in deU-miliiiiii; 
hlghw:vy locaUot»a and highwuy 
It provides for extensive coordination oC 
pi'opo.TaJy with public and private Inter-
osUi. Jn addition, it provide;; for u tv/o-
.hcarinK procedure dc.-sii:ncd i*) uive all 
•interested'persons an opportunity to be-
come, fully acquainted with highway 
proposals of concern to them and to ex-
press tlicir views at those r.tuccs of a 
proposal's development when tho flexi-
bility ' to respond to these views still 
exists. * . 

Informal drafts of proposed policy nud 
procedure memoranda on the car.jc sub-
jects were distributed in October of 19S7 

.and-,March' of 1068. All eommcnts re-
ceived have been carefully considered 
the preparation of the new proposed part. 
The decision to issue a rufculution. rnt.hcr 
.than a memorandum, hnn been tnken be-
cause tho contents arc clearly rer.ulntory 

*>iiaturc and because they affect not 
only State .hiphv/ay departments but the 
"general public. 

. Interested persona arc InviUd to par-
ticipate In tho maklmj of the pruwised 
Jrefc'ulatipn by submiltliu; writteti data, 
views, or arcuments. Si:c coplos of com-
ments should be subrnlti-ed to the federal 
Highway '.Administration, Rulca at\d 

' Dockct Room .512, 400.Sixth Street SW„ 
'Washington, D.C. 205P1. All comments 
received by the close of business on No-
vember 22,19C8, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed regula-
tion. All comments submitted will be 
available bcth bc-fore and after the clos-
ing date for comments, in the docket for 
examination by interested parsen.i. 

• Issued In Washington, D.C., on Octo-
ber 21. 10 G8, 

LOWI:LI, 1C. BRTDWERI., Federal Highway Administrator. 
8ec.' 
3.1 AppltCttblUty. ' 
. 3.9 - Definitions. ' 
3.6 Hearings r-?quLrc<l. 
3.7 CoorUlnctlon required. 
3.9 Opportunity for public liciirlngq. 
3.11. I'uhllc hearing proceclvucs. 
3J3 . Consideration of eoclr.l, economic, and 

environmental eflecta. ' 
3.1B Location nnd dcjlgi'. ft'pprovul. 
3.17 niWA action on requests; fippelicte 

proflcduros. 
3.19 Reimbursement for public liet\rluij 

expenses. 
A t r r H o R r r r ; Tho provisions of thl.n Part'3 

i»3ue<l under 23 U.S.C. 1U8 t\nd 315, sec3. 2(ft), 
3(b)(2) and 9(e)(1) of the Dopnrtnient of 
.lYnnEportoUon A-.'t; 40 U.S.C. 1051 (K) OMCI 
(a) (2), 1657(c) (1), end delegation of author-
ity by Secretary to the Pe'dernl Highway Ad-
ministrator; 40 CFR Part 1, S 1.4(c). 
§ 3.1 Applicnliilii/, 

.' (a) This part applies to all Federal aid 
highway projects. It also applies to forest 
highway projects. A public hearing on 
each forest highway project should bo 
held by a person other than an oflicial 
of the Federal Government whenever It 
can be arranged; 

(b) If preliminary engineering or 
other work related to an undertakinr to 
construct a portion of 'a-Federal-aid 
highway project is carried out without 
Federal-aid fuiuTs, subsequent phases of 
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the work are eligible for Fea^W-aid 
funding only If the nonpiutlclpating 
wortc after (the effective 
date of this part) was done in accord-
ance with tills part. 

(c) Secondary Road Plans shall be 
amended as necessary to incorporate pro-
cedures similar to those required for 
other projects. Project actions by the 
division engineer or submissions to the 
division engineer which are not now 
required should not be established for 
Secondary Road Plan projects ns a re-
cult of this Part. Secondary Road Plans 
shall Include provisions requiring (1) 
route location and h i g h w a y design ap-
proval, (2) preparation of study reports 
as described in 5 3.15, and <3) corridor 
and highway design public hearings In 
all cases where they would be required 
for Fcderal-ald projects not administered 
under the Secondary Road Plan. 

§ 3.3 Definitions. 
As used In this part: 
(a) A '.'corridor public hearing"' 1 r» a 

public hearing that— 
(1) Is held before the route location 

is approved by the division engin&er and 
before the State highway department is 
commit teed to a specific alternative; . 

(2) Is held to ensure that an opportu-
nity is afforded for effective participa-
tion by interested persons In the deter-
mination of the need for, arid the loca-
tion of, a Federal-aid ld?hv/ay; 

(3) Provides a public forum that af-
fords a full opportunity fcr presenting 
views on each proposed highway loca-
tion, and the soc.-al, economic, and en-
vironmental effects of that location and 
alternate locations; and 

(4) Offers the opportunity to explore 
the question of whether alternative 
iqethbtis of transportation would bettor 
serve the public interest. 

(b) A "highway design public hearing" 
a public hearing that— 
(1) Is held after route location ap-

proval has been approved by the divi-
sion engineer but before highway design 
approval; 

(2). Is held to ensure that an oppor-
tunity Is afforded for effective partici-
pation by interested persons In the de-
termination of the specific location and 
design of a Federal-fdd highway; and 

(3> Provides a public forum that af-
fords a full opportunity for p r i n t i n g 
views on each proposed highway design, 
Including the social, economic, envi-
ronmental, and other effects o* that de-
sign and alternate designs. 

(c) "Social, economic, and/environ-
mental effects" means the direct and 
Indirect benefits or losses to the commu-
nity and to highway users. I t Includes, 
but Is not limited to, effects pertinent to 
the locations or designs under considera-
tion and related to the folJcy/lne: 

<1) National defense. 
(2) Economic activity. 
(3) Employment. 4 * 
( 4 ) Recreation. 
(6) Fire protection. 
(G) Aesthetics. 
<7) Public utilities. 
(8) Public health and safety. • 

neighboring (l).lf location approval-'..•J .not 
7 

(0) Residential and 
character und locntion. .quested' v/lthln 3 yeor.s alter the dutc-f 

»<10> Religious Institutions and prac-¥vof :the hearing, comi.ilir.nco v/llh tlk\cor-
ticcs, _ xldor hearing requirements Js requtfed 

(11) Conduct and financing of govern- wiles'.? a substantial amemtfof rlght/of-
' ment. . , •. - . .w^y h'ia bson tuvjulvcd. • 

(12/ Conservation llncluding erosion;.' ' i f . location approval Is reqitfisted 
sedimentation and other water pollution within 3 years after the dale or the 
problems). hearing, compliance with the corridor 

(13) Natural and historical land-
marks. 

(14) Property values. 
(15) Multiple use of space. 

• (16) Replacement housing. 
(17) Education (Including disruption 

of school district operations). 
(18) Displacement of families and 

businesses. 
(10) Engineering, right-of-way and 

construction coats oX the project and re-
lated facilities. 

(20) Maintenance and operating cost* 
Of the project and related facilities. 

(21) Operation and us$ of existing 
highway facilities and other transporta-
tion facilities during construction and 
after completion. 

* § 3.5 Hearings required. 

(a) Except a* otherwise provided in 
this section, both a corridor hearing and 
a highway design hearing must be held, 
or an opportunity afforded for those 
hearings, with respect to each Federal-
aid highway project. 

(b) A single combined corridor and 
highway design public hearing, or the op-
portunity for such a hearing, meets the 
requirements of this part if the following 
conditions arc mot: . \ 

(1) There are only minor changcs to 

heaving requirements is not required. 
(3) If design approval k; not requested 

within 3 years after the date of the 
.hearing, compliance with the.' design 
hearing -requirements Is required. 

(4) .tlf design approva ls requested 
within'. 3 - yenid aft.or the'date of the 
hearing, compliance with the design 
hearing.requirement;; i« nevertheless re-
quired unlcsj the division engineer finds 
that the' hearing adequately4dealt with 
design , 

(e). If local ion approval Is not re-
quested within 3 years after tho date of 
the related corridor hearing held under 
this part, p. .new hearing must be hsld or 
tho opportunity afforded for such a hear-
ing. 

(f) If design approval Is not requested 
.within 3 yeaurj «ifter the. dute of the re-
lated design 'JUwuhis: held under tills 
pari;, a new h i r i n g must 1)3 held or the 
opportunity aftprded for such a hearing. 

§ 3.7 Coot'dinatfou r<Ni»iri!<l. 

(a) When a Nutate highway depart-
ment begins consMeV'lip, a traflic corridor 
in a particular area, it shall solicit'.the 
views of thai; State's resource, recreation, 
and planning agencies, and of those tfVkl-
e.ral agencies end jlccal public officials, 
agencies, and advisory groups whose 
functions, • interests', or re.ipoiviibiUfies 

rights-of-way. vcan reasonably l:e anticipate;! te bo af-
(2) There is no essential change in the fected by a highway 'In that corridor. If 

layout and function of connecting roads 
and streets or the cffect on features of 
general public Interest, 

<3) Urban areas of more than 5,000 
population are not Involved. 

The hearing must be held, or the opiJor-
tunlty for such a hearing must be uf~ 
forded, before route location approval. 

(c) The hearing requirements of para-
graph (a) of this section do not apply to' 
a project for resurfacing, widening exist-
ing lanes, adding auxiliary lanes, replac-
ing existing grade separation structures. 
Installing traffic control devices, or simi-
lar improvements, that do not— 

<1> Require the acquisition of addi-
tional rights-of-v/ny, Including fights of 
access, light, air, or views; 

(2) Have an adverse effect upen abut-
ting real property (as, for example, an 
adversu effect caused by a material 
change'in grade of an existing street or 
by tho targe-scale removal of shade 
trees); 

(3) Havo an adverse effeot upon fea-
tures of general public interest; or 

<4) Change the layout or function of 
connecting roads or. streets or of tho 
facility beina improved. 

(d) Wifch respect to a project cn which 
0. hearing w.s held boforo 

the corridor affebts ah other State, views 
shall also be solicited from the appro-
priate assncios v/ithiij that Stale. All 
written views ijccelved a'result of co-
ordination under this paragraph must 
be made available to the public us a part 
ot tiie public hearing procedures set forth 
m§3.u. ; 

<b) Other/public hearings or Informal 
public meowings, clearly Identified as 
?.uuh, may lie desirable either before Mic 
stucly of alternate routes In the corridor 
'begins or as it progresses to Inform tho 
public about highway proposals end to 
obtain Information from the public which 
might affect the scopc of the study or tho 
choice ol alternatives to bo considered, 
and which migafc aid in identi*Qci«Mon of 
critical/Goclal,. enonor/iIc and environ-
mental' effects at a stage permitting 
ma:;!.miir.\ conslderatiou of these eueots. 
State highway departments are encour-
aged to hold such a hfarlnv; or meeting 
whenever that action vculd further the 
objectives of this part or would otherwise 
scrra the public interest. 

§3.9 Oppct-Jtiml)' for j.nWic' hcuvingn. 
/a) A State may satisfy tho require-

ment for n public hearing by (1) holding 
a public hearing or £2) publishing a no-
t/ce of opportunity" for public heaving 
and hukMna c. pv.bUo'hsarhir; if r.n'y v/r'lt-

<thq-cffccUva date of this part), the fol- teiitryqufaiGffpr-such.a hoariw; arc re--
lowihs rcqj.ilreme its apply: ccvtoftd. I f no requwls ara roc el vc a 
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response to a notice within the time spe-
cified for the submission of .those re-
quests, the Stato highway department 
ehall certify that fuct to the division 
engineer: ' r 

<b) A notice of opportunity for public 
hearing, meeting the requirement* for a 
notlc<| of public hearing outlined In 
8 SiUta) (1) and (3). shall be furnished 
to the division engineer at time of pub-
lication: In addition, the procedure for 
requesting public hearing shall be ex-
plained In the notice. The deadline for 
hubmlsslon of such a request may not be 
less than 21 days after the date of pub-
lication of the firt>t notice of opportunity 
for public himi'liiK. ftnd no loss than 14. 
days after the date of publication of the 
Becond notice of opportunity for public 
hearing. 
I (c) Opportunity for another public 
hearing shall be afforded In any case 
When a proposal is substantially changed 
jfrom' what was presented either (1) In 
k notice of public hearing or (2) at a 
public hearing. 
J (d) State highway departments are 
encouraged to provide the. opportunity 
lor public hearings in connection with 
all proposals for improvement of Fed-
eral-aid highways, whether or not those 
hearings are required. 

(e) Tho opportunity for a public 
hearing shall be afforded In each case In 
which either the State highway depart-
ment.or the division engineer is In doubt 

whether a public hearing is 
re^lfed. 

§ S . l l Public hearing procedures. 

.(a) Notice of public hearing: 
' ( l i When a public hearing Is to be 

held, a notice of public hearing shall be 
published at least t,wlce In a newspaper 
having general circulation in the vicinity 
of the proposed undertaking. The notice 
ehould also be published in any news-
paper hiving a substantial circulation In 
the area concerned; such as foreign lan-
guage newspapers and local community 
newspapers. The second of the two re-
quired publications shall bo at least 7 
days after the first publication and at 
least .21 days before the date on which 

. the hearing Is to be held. Th$ timing of 
additional publications is optional. 
I (2) In addition to publishing a formal 
notice of public hearing, the State high-
way department shall, at the same time, 
mall copies of the notice to appropriate 
hews media, the State's resource, recrea-
tion, and planning agencies, and those 
federal agencies, and local public oflfl-
tlals, advisory groups, and agencies 
whose functions, interests, or responsibil-
ities cai) reasonably be anticipated.to be 
affected by the proposal. In all cases cop-
ies mu^t be sent to the approprlatc'rep-
fc-esentatlvc of the Departments of , the 
Interior and Housing and Urban Devel-
ppn^ent. To the extent feasible, civic as-
sociations and other community groups 
having an interest In the area should be 
fclvcn similar official notification. 
1: <£) Each notice of public hearing sha\l 
feppclfy the date, time, and place of 
hearing and shall contain a description 

. t>f tl)e proix>sal. To.promote publis un-

derstanding, the Inclusion of ft map or 
other drawing as part of tho notlco is 
cncourngcd. The notice of public hearing 
shall-specify that maps, drawings and 
other pertinent information developed 
by the State highway department nnd 
written views received as a result of tho 
coordination outlined in 6 3.5(a) will be 
available for public Inspection and copy-
ing and shall specify where this infor-
mation is available; namely, at the near-
est State highway department ofllce or 
at Some other convenient location in the 
vicinity of the proposed project. 

(4) A notice of highway design pub-
lic hearing shall Indicate that tentative 
fichedules for right-of-way acquisition 
and construction will be discussed. 

(5) Notices of public hearing shall in-
dicate that relocation assistance pro-
grams will be discussed. 

(6) Tho State highway department 
shall furnish the division engineer with 
a copy of the notice of public hearing at 
the time of first publication. 
' <b) Conduct of public hearing: 

(1) Public hearings aro to be held at 
a place and time generally convenient for 
persons affected by the proj>osed under-
taking. 

(2) Provision shall be mado for sub-
mission of written statements ftnd other 
exhibits In place of, or In addition to. oral 
statements at a public hearing. The pro-
cedure for the submissions shall be de-
scribed In the notice of public hearing 
nnd at the public hearing. The final date 

• for receipt of such statements or ex-
hibits shall be at least 10 days after the 
public hearing. 

<3>* At each required corridor public 
hearing, pertinent information about lo-
cation alternatives studied by. the State 
highway department shall be made avail-
able; at each required highway design 
public hearing, information about design 
alternatives studied by the State high-
way department shall be made available. 

(4) The State highway department 
shall make suitable arrangements for 
responsible highway officials to be pres-
ent at public hearings as necessary to 
conduct the hearings and to be respon-

sive to questions which may arise. y 
(5) Tho State highway department 

shall describe the State-Federal relation-
ship In the Federal-ft^d highway program 
by an appropriate brochure, paniphlot, 
or statement, or by other means. 

(C) A State highway department may 
arrange for local public offlpials to con-
duct a required public hearing. The 
State shall be appi-opriately represented 
at such public hearings and Is fc-espon-
sible for meeting other requirements of. 
this part. • 

(7) The State highway department 
shall meet all Federal requirements with 
respect to the relocation assistance 
program. ' . 
. (8) At .eooh public hearing the State 

. highway department shall announce or 
otherwlstf'cxplaln that at any time after 
the hearing and before the route, or de-
sign approval related to that hearing, all 
information developed in support of. the 
location or design approval .outlined Jn 

r • ^ ~ . i . I . . ... • i 

9 3.15, will be available upon request, for 
public inspection and copying. 

(9) To improve coordination with the 
State highway deportment, it is often 
desirable that the division engineer or 
his representative attend a public hear-
ing as an observer. At a hearing,'he.may 
properly explain procedural and tech-
nical matters, if asked to do so. A Federal 
Highway Administration decision regard -
ing a proposed location or design will not 
be made before the State highway de-
partment hns requested location or 
design approval In accordance with 
5 3.15. 

(c> Transcript: 
(1) The State highway department, 

shall provide for the making of a ver-
batim written transcript of the oral pro-
ceedings at each public hearing. It shall 
submit a copy of the transcript to the 
division, engineer within a reasonable 
period- (.usually less than 2 months) after 
the public hearing, together with: 

(1) Copies of, or ' rofcrcnce to, or 
photographs .of each statement or ex-
hibit used or filed in connection with c. 
public hearing. 

(ID Copies of, or reference to, all in-
formation made available to the public 
before the public hearing. 

(2) •The State highway department 
shall make copies of the materials de-
scribed in subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph available for public inspection 
and copying not later than the date the 
transcript is submitted to the division 
engineer. 

§ 3.13 . Consideration of sbciul, economic, 
and environmental effects. 

Stote highway departments shall con-
sider social, economic, and environ-
mental efTects before submission of 
requests for location or design approval, 
whether or not a-public hearing has been 
held. Consideration of social, economic, 

*and environmental effects shall include 
analysis of Information submitted to the 
State highway department in connection 
with public hearings or in response to 
the notice of the location or design for 
which a State highway department In-
tends to request approval. It shall also 
include consideration of information 
developed by the State highway depart-
ment or gained from other contacts with 
Interested persons or groups. 

§ 3.15 Location nnd <!esijn npprov;tl. 
. (a) This section applies to all requests 

for location or design approval whether 
or riot public hearings, or the opportunity 
for public hearings, are required by this 
Part. . . . 

<b> Each request by a State highway 
department for approval of a route lo-
cation or highway design must include 
a study report containing the following; 
. (1) Descriptions of the alternatives 
considered and a discussion of the an-
ticipated social, economic, and environ-
mental effec.ts of the alternatives, point-
ing out the significant differences and 
the reasons' supporting the proposed lo-
cation or design. In addition', the report 
must include an analysis of the relative 
consistency of th^.'alternatives With the 
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goals and objectives of any urt^Tplan 
that has been adopted by the community 
concerned. 

(I) Location study reports must de-' 
acrlbe the termini, the general type of 
lacillty^the nature of the service which' 
the highway Is Intended to provide, am! 
other major features of the alternatives. 

(II) Design study reports mast describe 
essential elements such as design stand-
ards. number of tralftc lanes, acccss con-
trol features, general horizontal and 
vertical alignment, right-of-way require-
ments and location of bridges, inter-
changes and other structures. 

«2> Appropriate maps or drawings of 
the location or design for which approval 
to requested. 

(3) A summary and analysis of the 
views received concerning the proposed 
Undertaking. 
" (4) A list of any prior studies relevant 
'to the undertaking. At the time It re-
quests approval under this paragraph, 
each State, highway department shall 
publish In a newspaper meeting the re-
quirements of I 3.11(a)(1), a notice de-
scribing the location or design, or both, 
for which It Is requesting approval. The 
notice mast Include a map or sketch of 
that location or design and a statement 
waking available to the public all the 
information submitted in support of the. 
request for approval. 

tc) The following requirements apply 
to the processing of requests for high-
way location or highway design approval: 

(1) Location approval. The division 
engineer may approve a route location 
and authorize design engineering only 
after the following requirements are met. 

(1) The State highway department has 
requested route location approval. 

(ID Corridor public hearings required 
by this part have been held, or the 
opportunity for hearings has been 
afforded. 

•'ill) The State highway department 
has submitted public hearing transcripts 
and certificates required by section 128, 
title 23, United States Code. 

<iv) The requirements of this part and 
Of other applicable laws and regulations. 

(2) Design approval. The division en-
gineer may approve the highway design 
and authorize right-of-way acquisition, 
approve right-of-way plans, approve 
construction plans, specifications, and es-
timates, or authorize construction, only 
after the following requirements have 
been met: 

(1) The route location has been 
approved. 

CIS> The State highway department 
has requested highway design approval. 

(ill) Highway design public hearings 
required by this part have been held, or 
the opportunity for hearings has been 
afforded. 

Civ) The Stato highway department 
has submitted the public hearing tran-
scripts and certificates required by sec-
tion 128, title 23, United States Code^ 

(v) The requirements of this part and 
of other applicable laws and regulations. 

(d) The division engineer may author-
ize right-of-way acquisition in excep-
tional cases, as provided in paragraph lb 
of' Federal Highway Administration 

Policy and Procedure Memorandum 
2, before a highway design public hear-
ing is held, but not before route locution 
approval. 

§ 3.17 FJJWA action on request appel-
late proccvltirca. 

(a) Tho division engineer publishes 
notice of the action taken on requests 
for approval of a highway location or 
design, or both, in a newspaper meeting 
tho requirements of 5 3.11(a)(1). That 
action becomes final for the purposes of 
5 U.S.C. 704, 30 days after the date of 
publication of the notice unles3 that ac-
tion is appealed under this section. 

(b) Any interested person may appeal 
the action of the division engineer on a 
request for approval of a highway loca-
tion or design, or both. The appeal must 
be filed, within 15 days after the date of 
publication of the notice of that action, 
with the Administrator, Federal High-
way Administration, Washington, D.C. 
20591. The appeal must be in writing and 
must include the reasons why the peti-
tioner believes the action of the divi-
sion engineer is contrary to applicable 
law, regulation, or policy or is not in the 
public Interest. 

<c) The filing of an appeal within the 
time prescribed in paragraph (b) of this 
section stays the action of the division 
engineer until the appeal is disposed of 
by the Administrator. Action on the ap-
peal by the Administrator Is final for the 
purposes of 5 U.S.C. 704. 

§ 3.19 Reimbursement for public hear-
ing expenses, 

Public hearings are an integral part 
of ;the preliminary engineering process. 
Reasonable costs associated with public 
hearings are eligible for reimbursement 
with Federal-aid funds on the same 
basis as other preliminary engineering 
costs. Reimbursable-costs may include 
reasonable costs of issuing hearing 
notices, renting meeting places, prepar-
ing transcripts, and similar costs. 

(Pit. Doc. 63-129*54; Filed, Oct. 2fl, 1968: 
6:63 A.m.} 

r>r even misleading since it mtfr h-'ivc been / 
\11cd with the Commission berqrc~thc/{ 
hcts were fully developed. „ . . / 
A The proposed amendment of. 3 20.402 
Stft forth below would require a llc;nma 
toVllc a written report in addition to U»c 
telephone and telegraph report prer.cn/ly 
required by 3 20.402. The written rcr/nt. 
would be filed within 30 days from Ahe 
dateythnt the licensee learns of the/loss 
or thYft and. would include the following 
information: description of tho lie/used 
maternl including kind, quantity, c/icml-
cal ana physical form; conditions An icier 
which foss or theft occurred; dlstpsttlou 
or probable disposition of the radioactive 
material known radiation ex posy res and 
circumstances under which tney oc-

zur/l to 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMiSSIO. 
t 10 CFR Port 20 1 

7 
DARDS FOR PROTEC; 
GAINST RADIATION 

Reports or Theft 
Mater ia l 

Soctlon 20.402W 
quires licensees o ^ 

Licensed 

curred; extent of possible hn'/.unu lo per-
sons in unrestricted areas; nnd stops 
which have been taken or will he taken to 
recover the material and to/prevent u 
recurrence of the loss or thef/. The pro-
posed amendment would rcovldc also 
that any rejWt filed with Uic Commis-
sion pursuant to § 20.402 sh /ll be so pi e-
pared that names.of individuals who have 
received exposure to radiation are stated 
In a separate Aart of the report. 

The written lvport woul'l contain more 
Information than the telegraphic report, 
present a more yaccurat'' and complete 
account of circumstances surrounding 
the loss, and permit a more realistic as-
sessment of the Visk./lf any, resulting 
from the Incident.! / 

Subsequent to fll'narthe written report 
the licensee would t̂ a required to report 
any substsuitivc additional information 
which becomes f.va^able on the loss or 
theft within 30 daysyafter he learns of 
such Information. 7 \ 

Pursuant to the/uoJnJc Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, A n d £?ctlon 5D3 of title 
5 of the United jsia tea Code, notice is 
hereby given that adoAion of the fol-
lowing amendment of ICyCFR Part 20 is 
contemplated. Ml lntercswd persons who 
desire to subnet wrltteny comments or 
suggestions In connection ywlth the pro-
posed amendment should Vend them to 
the Secretary/U.S. Atomic Energy Com-

i mission, Washington, D.C. 7.0545, Atten-
tion: Chief, Public Proceedings Branch, 
within 60 dj'ys after publication of this 
notice in Lnc Federal Recî ti.r. Com-
ments recc/vcd after that per.od will bo 
considered/if it is practlcablcyto do so, 
but assuvt^nce of consideration Vannol be 
given exc/pt as to comments filo.d within 
the periafl specified. Copies of comments 
on the p/oposed rule may be examined at 
the Commission's Public Document Room 

FR Part 20 re-
Atomic Energy 

Commission to repcM to the Commission 
by telephone andytei^raph any loss or 
theft of byproduct, source, or.special nu-
clear materiaL/mmediawly after its oc-
currcivce becomes known to the licensee 
If i t appeals to the licensec\that a sub-
stantial Hazard may result toSnersons In 
unrestricted areas. Section. 2(M02 does 
Dot require thnt the licensee sutml t In-
forn^ ion as to the circumstances sur-
Tou/dlng the loss or steps taken t:\re-
cpvcT the licensed material. The i 
raphlc report occasionally is Incomp A 

at 1717/H Street NW., Washingtpk D.C. 
Sectjon 20.402 of 10 CFR Para 20 is 

amended by designating the pressire text 
as paragraph (a) and adding new para-
graphs (b), <c), and (d). As reused. 
5 20.t02 reads as follows: \ 

g 20A02 Reports of llicfl or loss\of 
I licensed material. \ 

/a) Each.licensee shall report by tePj-
pnone and telegraph to the"Director df 
tHc appropriate Atomic Energy Coml 
r.llaslon Regional Compliance Of/lca 
'listed in Appendix D, immediately aftery 

occurrence bccomcs known to the' hsML.' ——n. ; 
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Mr. Sig Sanchez 
Supervisor 
County AdroJ.nJ.etration Building 
San Jose , California 

Dei ar M r . Sanchez: 

You have asked for a report on the amount of interest 
paid in the acquisition of land for county highways. In 
conjunction with the Department of Public Works, we have 
computed the interest paid for the calendar year 3.966 and 
for the first six months of 1967. The breakdown is as 
follows: 

1966 $256,655.79 
First 6 mos. 1967 49,798.60 

July 5, 1967 ^ 

To consider the amount of interest paid without refer* 
ence to the v&lue of t h e land acquired during this period 
of tifus present® a disitortad picture* For exaraple, the 
total paid for all county highw&y right-of-way was 
$20,514,970, and the total interest: paid 1.5% of this 
amount,. 

The interest paid in.. 1966 includes the eondeamation of 
the So.uthern Pacific Company rallrnfid r i g h t - - o f f o r 
Foothill Expressway. The value of the land t^ken \?&3 
$2,149,000, and interest was $125,451.17. You may recall 
that there was considerable objection to the county acquir-
ing the land and ieanny months, were consumed in numerous 
hearings before the Interstate Ooxoneroe Corliss ion and 
in the federal courts. All of these contributed to the 
delay in proceeding 'with the actual acquisition. A number 
of legal obstacles had to be resolved first, 'and had no 
control over the actions of the parties o v;ere in opposi-
tion, Th i : \ sccoun i s for the large aoiount of interest in 
this particular case. 

Very truly yours, 

JOHN R. KENNEDY 
JRK:roeb County Coun&s1 
cc: £ ach S ape rv is or 

Howard W # Campen 
Jaises T. Pott 



R E F E R R A L TO DEPART 

C O U N T Y O F S A N T A C L A R A 
•^NT T O : F R O M 

County Counsel V S 
BOARD OF 
SUPERVISORS •

COUNTY 
E X E C U T I V E 

D A T E 

6 - 9 - 6 7 

A G E N D A D A T E 
6 - 5 - 6 7 

A G E N D A I T E M N U M B E R S OR D E S C R I P T I O N . 

Extra item - See item circled in red on attached summary 

• • STUDY 
& RECOMMENDATION 

R E P O R T 

• 
• 

P R E P A R E NECESSARY 
PAPERS 

A P P R O P R I A T E ACTION 

• N 

• 
O T I F Y WRITER OF ACTION • 

• 
SEE HWC 

SEE NRH 

R E - A G E N D 1 Z E F O R : 

IF T H E R E IS AN E N T R Y IN THIS SPACE, T H E BOARD OF SUPERVISORS HAS O R D E R E D T H A T T H E M A T T E R BE 
CONSIDERED ON T H E D A T E SHOWN. YOU MUST H A V E A RESPONSE ON T H E AGENDA FOR T H A T D A T E . 

F O L L O W - U P D A T E 

IF T H E R E IS AN ENTRY IN THIS SPACE, T H E ITEM WILL BE FOLLOWED UP BY T H E COUNTY E X E C U T I V E . IF 
YOU ARE U N A B L E TO T A K E ACTION BY T H E D A T E SHOWN, YOU MUST N O T I F Y T H E COUNTY E X E C U T I V E . 

C H E C K P R O G R E S S O N s 

R E M A R K S 

Requested County Counsel to : come in with interest figures on condemnation 
suits for period of one year. 

> 

bl 

A C T I O N C O M P L E T E D B Y : • ' I y H y ^ 

-LI 
6 2 1 9 R E V . 4 / 8 7 FORWARD THIS NOTICE T 0 C0UNTY EXECUTIVE WHEN ACTION COMPLETED 
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TRANSMITTAL MEMORANDUM 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

S.D. All 

DATE: September 15,' 1966 

FOR: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AGENDA OF . September 26 

FROM: Robert J. Perrich, Assistant Director 

,19 66 

TITLE: x h e problem of Vandalis m 

DESCRIPTION: 

Transmitted herewith is a copy of a staff report, 
prepared in cooperation with our Operations Division, 
concerning the problems of vandalism to the County Road 
System. We offer no particular suggestions or solutions 
at this time, but rather take this means to bring this 
matter to your attention and to the public. 

RJP:ilb 

cc: LCB 

. APPROVED: 
JAMES T. POTT, COUNTY ENGINEER 

755 Rev 10/6S PAGE of 

AGENDA DATA 
DATE: 
ITEM NO: 
BOARD ACTION 

SEP afi -m% 



T o 5 R o b e r t J , P e r r i c h , P r n i m i R o b e r t W h i t e a k e r 
SUBJECT: 

, !The Problem of Vandalism" p ^ t 9/8/66 

A large part of the tax dollar allocated for road maintenance in Santa Clara 
County goes for repairing damages caused by vandalism. This vandalism is 
not just 'kid stuff 1. It is vicious destruction rendered to Public Property 
by high powered rifles, automobiles and metal working tools. Oddly enough, 
people who accidently damage road signs or other public property almost 
always report the damage and pay for it. 

The cost of repairing damage caused by vandalism in relation to the cost 
of the facility damaged is not usually very high. But these small acts of 
destruction are so frequent that the total cost is very high. They also 
divert time and money from normal road maintenance. 

The Operations Division of the Santa Clara County Department of Public Works, 
which is responsible for the maintenance of the County road system, reports 
some of the damage caused by vandalism. 

1. traffic barricades, lights, signs, sight panels, traffic cones 
and. reflectors are stolen, run over, shot at, torn down, or 
otherwise mutilated at an annual cost to the taxpayers of 
$15,000. 

2. Damage to maintenance equipment such as holes shot in radiators, 
dirt dumped in fuel tanks and crank cases, smashed instrument 
panels, and severed hydraulic lines cost the public around $2,500. 
annually. 

3. Each time routine maintenance is performed on traffic signals 
there is $20. to $40. of vandalism to repair. Last year the 
damage caused by vandals to traffic signals on the San Toiiias 
Expressway alone cost $1,000. to repair. Vandals also mutilated 
$250. of electrical facilities at Reid-Hillview Airport. 

4. In its last year of-€>\mcgohip of the Quarry, the County suffered 
damages of $1,200. for stolen tools, shot-out lights, materials 
dumped from bunkers and tipped over oil drums. 

One unusual item that costs over $500. per year is the damage done to 
chain-link fences on Expressways and Flood Control projects. This damage 
is done by selfish people who cut passage ways through the fence for their 
own convenience. 

The public also pays indirectly through increasing contract costs for the 
vandalism suffered by contractors working on County projects. Incidents 
of construction site vandalism are usually very expensive. One example 
was $3,000. damage to a signal 

installation at El Monte Avenue by someone 
using it for target practice. Another was $5,000 damage to a large backhoe 
being used on a water importation project. 
The public is generally unaware of the large amount of damage done to 
public property. Individual acts of destruction in themselves are not too 
noticeable and are usually quickly repaired. It would be easy to see how 
much damage is done by vandals along our roads if no repairs were made for 
oneiyear. But if they were not repaired the County would be open to a law 



/"The Problem of Vandal Jfe" W Sheet 2 

suit for negligence in maintaining signs and signals and allowing a hazard-
ous condition to endanger public safety. 

In addition to paying for the vandalism.done to County property the public 
must also pay for that done to City and State property. Although the 
total amount of vandalism is very high it is almost impossible to provide 
public protection against isolated acts of vandalism. 

The solution to this problem must lie with the private citizen. First of all 
he should instill in his children respect for-public property and make them 
realize that the taxpayers have to foot the bill for vandalism. Secondly, 
he should report to the police any a ct of vandalism he may witness or know 
about. , ' 



March 25* 196? 

Director of Public Works, 
County of Santa Clara * 
Santa Clara, California 

Gentlemen: 
/ 

A. J. Peters & Son* Sac. 
Bond fto. l61!008U~£i,000 Encroachment PennitBond, dated December 16, 1963 
Bond Ho. U6l09766-$1,000 Space P*rmit Band, dated Septenfoer 26, 1963 

Cancellation notice® on the above bonde were sent out on November 12, I96U 
(for Bond No. l£jju008fc) and on November 16, 196b (for Bond Fo. 16109766). 
We have subsequently been informed by our principal that the bonds In 
question were in fact never filed. 

Will you please determine for as /whether or not either of these bonds 
was filed with you. 

• V ;' Sincerely yours, 

* . William T. Whalen 
Fidelity, Surety, & Burglary Department 

© 

April 5, 1965 
This is to advise that both bonds are on file 
in this office* Cancellation Notice was re-
ceived for Encroachment Permit Bond No. L-6110084 
to be effective 12-16-63. No Cancellation Notice 
was recisred for Street Space Permit Bond No. 

ponniA ot Mrs." 'dh Pullan 

• * 

901 

Supervisors, 70 West - > < 
Hedding Street, San Jbise, 
California. 
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Fireman's j 
I N S U R A N C E « 

i|Fund 
COMPANIES 
P l»C« AIT* runs !«•»•* MCt 
MMB ri»t t «MHM mwMMi 
HATIONM *U*rtY OttfOMTtM 

NOTICE OF CANCELLATION 
OR TERMINATION 

r 
Director of Public Works 
Of the County of Santa Clara 
Santa Clara, California 

L 

Nov^ber 12 1964... 

J 

FMBMAN'S FUND INSURANCE COMPANY / Surety upon a certain ..„EnCJ^C^nt„Pemit JBond 

Bond, No. , dated on or about -._--B£Cemb£r._l6. _._., 19.-63,., 

in your favor , In the amount o f _-.QHE__3IHQU£AND_ J ^ ($_1̂ Q00_._QQ._...)/ 

cover ing 

hereby noti f ies you that it has elected to cancel/tBMittfiSIfe said bond in its ent i rety, such cancellation/teKMlfiatteTO 

to become effect ive 30 days a f te r receipt o f this notice which is be ing sent by registered mai l . 

This notice is g iven to you in accordance w i t h the cancellation^lSffrftfOfiUlSK provision in said bond contained. 

FIREMAN'S FUND INSURANCE COMPANY 

Lock Box 3136, San Francisco, California 

A# C. JOHNSON A t to rney - i n -Fac t 

cc: Agent 
Branch Of f ice 
Principal 

M - B N 8 8 8 B 1-83 
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N O T A R I A L . A C K N O W L E D G M E N T - A T T O R N E Y IN F A C T 
\ 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA \ 

' \ CITY AM?. ...County of W S. 

SAN FRANCISCO \ 

i; * 
- T \ J 

SQO^XXXKKSCM 
C-BN 768 7-63 

On this 1 6 ™ day of P ? C M ? ? R 1 9 j63 t b e f o r e 

me, .....RUTH. M.f..„THUR3ER,_ ( a N0ta ry Public in and for 

CTTY AND 
said.— County, State aforesaid, residing therein, duly commis-

sioned and sworn, personally appeared A . C . JOHNSON 
known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument as the 
attorney in fact of 

F I R E M A N ' S F U N D I N S U R A N C E COMPANY 
and acknowledged to me that he subscribed the name of FIREMAN'S FUND 
INSURANCE COMPANY thereto as principal, and his own as attorney in fact. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal. 

at my office in the said CITY. .AM County of SAN . FRANCIS CO 
the day and year in this certificate first above written. 

V 
Notary Public in and for the CITY AND. C o u n t y o f SAN FRANCISCO 

State of California. 

My commission expires 



Bond No._L-6110084. 

Fireman's i Fund 
3 I N S U R A N C E I C O M P A N I E S 
" I I F M I H ' I F I M N IMFL - F IBTMAN 'T FUND | N » U » A H C I r ; O K M I 

H O I I I F I X » UASIML INSURANCE. CO 
^ ^ U T O ^ N ATIONAL » U « T M CTLOPO » A I IOM 

H O M F I X A UASIML INSURANCE. COMPANY 

Premiium: $20.00 per 
annum 

ENCROACHMENT PERMIT BOND 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 

That W e , A . J # PETERS & SON, INC,, of San Jose,California, as Principal and FIREMAN'S 
FUND INSURANCE COMPANY, a Corporation organized and doing business under and by virtue 
of the laws of the State of California, and duly licensed for the purpose of making, 
guaranteeing »r becoming sole surety up®n bonds or undertakings required or authorized 
by the laws of the State of California, as Surety, are held and firmly bound unto the 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA in the penal sum of ONE THOUSAND AND NO/100 DOLLARS ($1,000.00), 
lawful money of the United States of America, to be paid to the County of Santa Clara 
for which payment well and truly to be made we bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, 
administrators, successors and assigns, jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

THE CONDITION OF THE ABOVE OBLIGATION IS SUCH, That 

WHEREAS, the Building Code of the County of Santa Clara requires that a permittee doing 
general engineering construction work in the County of Santa Clara file an Encroachment 
Permit Bond to restore the pavement to its original condition, and 

WHEREAS, the above bounden Principal has or is about to be granted a permit for general 
engineering construction work; 

NOW, THEREFORE, if the above bounden Principal as permittee will restore the pavement 
to its original condition as required under the Building Code of the County of Santa 
Clara, then this obligation to be null and void; otherwise to remain in full force 
and effect. 

SUBJECT, HOWEVER, to the following condition: 

1. That the Surety may cancel this bond upon giving thirty 
(3J days' written notice to the Director of Public Works 
of the County of Santa Clara, such cancellation to be 
effective thirty (30) days after receipt of such written 
notice. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Principal and Surety ahve hereunto set their hands and 
seals this 16th day of December, 1963. 

A . J # PETERS & SON, INC 

V 1 

FIREMAN'S FUND INSURANCE COMPANY 

M - B N 9 8 8 A 8 » 8 9 



N O T A R I A L A C K N O W L E D G M E N T - A T T O R N E Y I N F A C T 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA \ 

city, .AND C o u n t y o f ( s s 

SAN FRANCISCO V 

X5DQ3BGCOTXXX 

C-BN 768 . 7-63 

On this- 26TH day of SEPTEMBER before 63 

me, . J 3 1 U R B E R , a Notary Public in and for 

sa i d __.CLT.Y„ AND. County, State aforesaid, residing therein, duly commis-

sioned and sworn, personally appeared A -̂..C .̂„JLQHNSQN 
known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed to the within instrument as the 
attorney in fact of 

F IREMAN'S F U N D INSURANCE COMPANY 
and acknowledged to me that he subscribed the name of FIREMAN'S FUND 
INSURANCE COMPANY thereto as principal, and his own as attorney in fact. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal, 

at my office in the said CITY AND County o f . . FRANCISCO 
the day and year in this certificate first above written.. 

Notary Public in and for the...CIXY..AM> County of_...SAN..FMNCISCO. 
State of California. • 

My commission expires JULY J J , ̂ $ 6 , 7 . . . 



Bond n O . - l - 6 1 q 3 7 m . 

Premium: $10.00 per annum 

STREET SPACE PERMIT BOND 

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: 

That We, 4 . J . PETERS & SON, INC., of San Jose, California, as Principal and FIREMAN'S 
FUND INSURANCE COMPANY, a Corporation organized and doing business under and by virtue 
of the laws of the State of California, and duly licensed for the purpose of making, 
guaranteeing or becoming sole surety upon bonds or undertakings required or authorized 
by the laws of the State of California, as Surety, are held and firmly bound unto the 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA in the penal sum of ONE THOUSAND AND N0/100 DOLLARS ($1,000.00), 
lawful money of the United States of America, to be paid to the County of Santa Clara, 
for which payment well and tuly to be made we bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, 
administrators, successors and assigns, jointly and severally, firmly by these presents. 

THE CONDITION OF THE ABOVE OBLIGATION IS SUCH, that 

WHEREAS, the Building Code of the County of Santa Clara requires that a permittee doing 
general construction work in the County of Santa Clara will remove all dirts, debris, 
materials and equipment from the atttQQt in the allotted time and restore the pavement 
to its original condition and post a guarantee to the County of Santa Clara that this 
will be done, and 

WHEREAS, the above bounden Principal has or is about to be granted a permit for continuous 
building operations; 

NOW, THEREFORE, if the above bounden Principal as permittee will remove all dirt, debris, 
materials and equipment from the street in the allotted time and restore the pavement 
to its original condition as required under the Building Code of the County of Santa 
Clara, then this obligation to be null and void; otherwise to remain in full force and 
effect. 

SUBJECT, HOWEVER, to the following condition: 
Lj 

1. That the Surety may cancel this bond upon giving thirty (30) days' written 
notice to sthe Director of Public Works of the County of Santa Clara, such 
cancellation to be effective thirty (30) days after receipt of such 
written notice. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Principal and Surety have hereunto set their hands and 
seals this 26th day of September, 1963. 

A . J # PETERS & SON, INC 

FIREMAN'S FUND INSURANCE COMPANY 

BN 9 5 8 A S - S 9 A 
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October 7, 1963 

A . J . Peters & Son, Inc. 
534 Stockton Avenue 
San Jose, California 

Subject: Street Space Permit Bond No. L-6109766 -
A . J . Peters & Son, Inc., principal; 
Fireman's Fund Insurance Company, Surety 

Gentlemen: 

We are returning for signature the above mentioned 
bond. Please execute on behalf of A . J . Peters & Son 
and return to this office. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk of the Board 

JP:kb 
Encl. 



C O U N T Y O F S A ~ T A C L A R A M m 

THE: B O A R D O F S U P E R V I S O R S A T I T S M E E T I N G o r 

R E F E R R E D T H E A T T A C H E D C O M M U N I C A T I O N T O : — 

Office of the BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
BB9CML —•!•• — —ii. ••• '••'• " -.-..I .. . 'mi.Tn 

D A T E 

1 9 , < < . J* 

/ 4? 
^^DTrA-'RTME'N'f' 

D I R E C T I V E : 

S T U D Y A N D R E C O M M E N D A T I O N 

R E P O R T 

A T T E N D M E E T I N G 

P R E P A R A T I O N O F N E C E S S A R Y P A P E R S 

P O W E R T O A C T 

A P P R O P R I A T E A C T I O N 

N O T I F Y ' W R I T E R O F A C T I O N 

C O N S I D E R A T I O N 

R E C O N S I D E R A T I O N 

R E P L Y TO W R I T E R 

REMARKS : ^ J? 0 
I - (7) T f 77 - V - // - ̂  / f /L* / 

^ ATTEST: JEAN PULLAN, C L E R K O F T K E B O A R D , 

I0-SP-5A Rev. 5-6? 1/ 



. City of Sunnyvale 
CITY HALL — SUNNYVALE, CALIFORNIA — REgent 9-0531 

September 10, 1965 

Honorable Chairman and Members 
Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemens 

The Sunnyvale City Council on September 7, 1965 adopted the enclosed 
resolution relating to the proposed extension of Remington Drive west 
of the Sunnyvale City Limits across Stevens Creek Road and Stevens 
Creek Freeway to Grant Road in Mountain View. 

Representatives of the City Staff are available to meet with members of 
your Board to explain the need for the extension of Remington Drive and 
why the Sunnyvale City Council supports this project. May we also suggest 
that a delegate from your staff be asked to meet with the Sunnyvale City 
Staff, Wednesday, O c t o b e r J ^ a t ^ ^ p j J ^ , i n the Mayor's Conference Room to 
review the feasib"iTiTy~oT this proposed project. 

Invitations to attend the October 6 meeting are being sent to the State 
Division of Highways, the El Camino Hospital Board of Directors, and the 
Mountain View City Council. 

^ 0 

THSsps 
E n d . 

Sincerely, 

Thomas H . Sweeney 
City Manager 

CG -
C o o y oach Bd Mo.nb.r - H W C - D P W 

SEP 2 0 1965 
Date 

APPROVED ̂ ^ y / _ 

RE; CE CC FC^DV^TFW t t ^ f C 
N O : . . ABSTAINS: 

/jb^j* IZA^tA. 



RESOLUTION NO, -

RESOLUTION MEMORIALIZING THE SANTA CLARA COUNTY 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, CALIFORNIA STATE DIVISION 
OF HIGHWAYS, EL CAMINO HOSPITAL DISTRICT, AND 
CITY OF MOUNTAIN VIEW TO EXTEND REMINGTON DRIVE 
ACROSS STEVENS CREEK AND STEVENS FREEWAY TO GRANT ROAD 

WHEREAS j> during the past week the City of Sunnyvale 

formally dedicated the Remington Drive-Fair Oaks Avenue Extension 

which now makes it possible to use an improved four-lane, major 

street in travelling from the Baylands Area adjacent to San 

Francisco Bay to the present termination of Remington Drive at 

Stevens Creek; and 

WHEREAS, the Cities of Sunnyvale and Mountain View are 

included within the boundaries of El Camino Hospital District 

which operates a major hospital facility on Grant Road; and 

WHEREASs, at present the only access to El Camino Hospital 

is via Grant Road which is heavily travelled by commuter and 

residential traffic; and 

WHEREAS 5 in the opinion of the City Council of the City 

of Sunnyvale the public welfare and convenience of residents 

in Northern Santa Clara County require the extension of Remington 

Drive across Stevens Creek and the Stevens Freeway in order to 

accomplish the following-

1. To provide another means of access to and from El 

Camino Hospital to make its facilities more readily available in 

cases of emergency or other disaster, or in the event Grant Road 

is damaged or otherwise obstructed; and 



2c To convert Remington Drive-Fair Oaks Avenue Extension, 

particularly between El Camino Real in the City of Sunnyvale 

and the area within the City of Mountain View lying south of 

El Camino Real, into a major inter-city traffic carrier; and 

WHEREAS 9 in addition to the foregoing reasons, at present 

Stevens Freeway provides access only at Fremont Avenue and at 

El Camino Real, and between these points which are approximately 

lo9 miles apart there are no crossings or v@hicular connections 

between the Cities of Sunnyvale and Mountain View; 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED AS FOLLOWSt 

That the public interests welfare, convenience-and 

necessity require the construction and completion of a public 

improvement consisting of the extension of Remington Drive across 

Stevens Freeway and Stevens Creek into the City of Mountain View 

and to Grant Road in the vicinity of El Camino Hospital a 

That the City Council of the City of Sunnyvale hereby 

declares its intention to cooperate and assist other public 

agencies and jurisdictions involved in planning and prosecuting 

to completion this vitally-needed project 0 

That the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, 

the City Council of the City of Mountain View, the governing 

board of El Camino Hospital District, and the Division of 

Highways of the Department of Public Works of the State of 

California, and each of them, are hereby memorialized to join 

with the City of Sunnyvale in planning and prosecuting to 

completion the within described project. 



PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City of Sunnyvale at a regular f 
meeting held on the 7th day of September, 1965 8 by the following 

called vote: 

AYESI Councilmen: Fernandez5 Ksyde.n9 Jnzi&s, Koresk.i, Logan, McDaniel, 
Conx ardy 

NOES: Councilmen: None 

ABSENT: Councilmen: Nose 

APPROVED: 
s/ Eugene No Coarardy 

Mayor ' 

ATTEST: 

THOMAS H 0 SWEENEY, City Clerk 

By s/ Florence. W. Leonard 
Deputy City Clexk 

(SEAL) 

-3-



/ 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN, Governor 

P. O. BOX 7079, SACRAMENTO 95805 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY COMMISSION 

November 8, 1965 

Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
Court House 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

The California Highway Commission at its 
October 21, 1965 meeting adopted the attached 
resolution giving general support to the 
additional steps being taken by the Federal 
Government in highway beautification. 

The Commission also adopted a resolution 
generally supporting the expanding interest 
of the Federal Government in the highway 
safety area, particularly in its aim of 
advancing highway safety through improved 
route location, design and construction, and 
correction of accident causing conditions. 
A copy of this resolution is also attached. 

Sincerely, 

ROBERT T. MARTIN , 
Assistant Secretary 

Attachment 



Passed by C.H.C 

OCT 2 11965 

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commission is proud 
of California's own work in highway beautification, in the 
advancement of which: 

over $45,000,000 have been spent on land-
scaping State highways and another $45,000,000 
for maintaining this landscaping; 

an additional $10,000,000 have been budgeted 
for new State highway landscaping and an addi-
tional $7,000,000 for landscaping maintenance 
next year; 

California has formally approved a 5,000-
mile Scenic Highway System, with general 
standards and criteria therefor already adopted 
by the Advisory Committee on a Master Plan for 
Scenic Highways and by the Director of Public 
Works; 

the Legislature and Governor have approved 
a 257-project State Highway Safety Roadside Rest 
Program which is under construction; and 

the Department of Public Works and Division 
of Highways are continually giving increasing 
attention to attractiveness of structural design 
of highways and to making route layouts and design 
more attractive; and 

WHEREAS, the Federal Government recently has taken 
additional steps in making its own contribution to the 
development cf a highway beautification program, now 

therefore be it 

-1-



RESOLVED, that-the California Highway Commission 

supports the accelerated Federal interest in highway 

beautification; and be it further 

RESOLVED, that the Administrative Officer of the 

California Highway Commission, and the Department of 

Public Works, including the Division of Highways, are 

requested to take all practical steps: 

to cooperate with and assist Federal agencies 

and the California Legislature in implementing 

the Federal Highway Beautification Program in 

California; 

to assure that the public is fully informed 

about the emerging Federal Highway Beautification 

Program; and 

to advise all interested parties and agencies 

of the strong desire of the California Highway 

Commission to cooperate in the Federal Highway 

Beautification Program. 

Robe»£ B. Bradford, Chairman 

<rames A V Guthrie 

Rog^r S. Woolley, Vide Chairman 

-2-



Passed bv C.H.C 

oer 2 i 

WHEREAS, it, has .always been the convict ion 
of the California Highway Commission that the moat 
important of all aspects of the California highway 
program is safety of the user; and 

WHEREAS, the California Highway Commission 
has for many years promoted highway safety and 
budgeted funds therefor, resulting in a substantial 
decrease in the accident rate; and 

WHEREAS, the Federal Government is 
developing guidelines for a nationwide highway 
safety program; now therefore be it 

RESOLVED that the California Highway 
Commission gives general support to the expanding 
interest'of the Federal Government in the highway 
safety area, particularly in its aim of advancing 
highway safety through improved route location, 
design and construction, and correction of accident 
causing conditions; and be it further 

RESOLVED that the California Highway 
Commission requests its Administrative Officer and 
the Department of Public Works, including the 
Division of Highways, to continue their full 
cooperation in the development of a Federal Highway 
Safety Program toward practical and workable goals; 
to take all practical steps' to assure the maximum 
benefits to California through cooperation in the 
field of compliance with and implementation of the 
emerging Federal Highway Safety Program; and to 
advise all interested parties and agencies of the 
Commission's support of this program. 

Robe-rfe B.- B rata ford, Chairman 

Woolley, 7i/e Chairman 

Franklin S^Eayne 

William S. Whitehurst 
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TRAFFIC WAY S COI ITTEE 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 70 WEST HEDDING STREET 
ROOM 524 SAN JOSE 10, CALIFORNIA 299-2323 

May 17, 1965 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
70 West Hedding Street 
San Jose, California 

Subject: Revised Trafficways Plan, As Amended 

Gentlemen: 

At its meeting on May 12, 1965, the Trafficways Committee 
considered the^Revised Trafficways Plan of April 14, 1965^ 
as presented by the County Planning Department. 

The Committee unanimously recommends that your Honorable 
Board approve this plan with the following amendments: 

(1) Show an interchange with Highway 17 at Montevina 
Road instead of Black Road. 

(2) Delete the structure shown at Charleston Road and 
Central Expressway. 

(3) Label Lark Avenue and Winchester Boulevard. 

TBI:kb 
CC: Each Supervisor 

Public Works 
Planning Department 
County Executive 
County Counsel 

Very truly yours, 

TRAFFICWAYS COMMITTEE 

Thos. B. Ingll 
Chairman 

A P P R O V E D ^TY-F 

RE: CE SC PC DPW FLD 

NO: ABSTAINS: 



county 

M 

o r ©eyas® V 

cpo^cocaoca® © e t ^ © ' ^ © ^ fs^^mm^&xu^ssi 
COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING 70 WEST HEDDING STREET 
CIVIC CENTER SAN JOSE LO, CALIFORNIA 299 - 2521 

March 12, 1965 

M E M O R A N D U M 

To: Clerk of the Board 

From: James L. Chapman 

Subject: Street Names 

On or before April 1, 1965, the Department of Public Works will 
post new signs where needed to bring street signs into conform-
ance with the street names as shown on the street name records 
of the Department of Public Works. 

The attached map shows the street names as the new signs will 
designate them. 

Ridge View Court has been known as Ridge View Avenue and Ridge 
View Way has been carried on some maps as Hillcrest Avenue or 
Ridge View Avenue. 
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LAW O F F I C E S O F 

lUCTIARD V. T3RKSSANI BRESSANI HANSEN GERALD B. HANSEN 

(18D4-I0O&) 5 1 S B A N K OP AMEBICA BUILDING CLAfiENCE J. SBtJH 

TELEPHONE CYPHBSS 4-0868 

SA^T J O S E 1 3 f G A L I F O H N I A 

October 11, 1961. 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk of The Board of Supervisors 
County Administration Building 
Civic Center 
San Jose, California. 

Re: "Boulter Ave." - Non-Acceptance Thereof 

Dear Madam: 

In accordance with our conversation with your office of this date, 
at which time you verified in your chain index that "Boulter Ave. 1 1 

was never accepted as a public street by the Board of Supervisors, 
I am enclosing a certificate stating such which I would ask you to 
be so kind as to execute and return to us in the enclosed envelope. 

I thank you for your co-operation in this matter. 

Very truly yours, 
GBH:EL 

BRESSANI AND HANSEN 



R E C E I V E D 

B O A R D O F : ' ~ N - - V I $ O R S 

OCT 13 10 3 9 AH'SI 
COUNTY' OF 

SANTA CLARA 



• FFICE OF P. BOX 607 

C I T Y H A L L 

4 5 6 W . OL IVE A v e . 

S U N N Y V A L E , C A L I F . F R E D E R I C K J . M I L L E R 

C I T Y A T T O R N E Y T H E C I T Y A T T O R N E Y 

CITY O F S U N N Y V A L E 

ASST. C ITY A T T O R N E Y 

March 1, 1961 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County Office Building 
20 West Rosa Street 
San Jose 10, California 

Dear Mrs. Pullan: 

Enclosed herewith is a check for $99,96 drawn by 
the City of Sunnyvale, and tended in payment of the cost 
of publication in the Sunnyvale Standard of a resolution 
declaring the intention of the Board of Supervisors to 
execute a Quitclaim Deed in favor of the City of Sunnyvale 
and pertaining to School Street. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

Re: School Stree 

Frank Gillio 
City Attorney 

FG:he 
Enc. 

cc: M r . John Kennedy 
County Counsel's Office 
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- ' .QPITCIAIM .DEED -

. COUNTY QP SAlnJA CLARA, State of California, does h e f ^ y 

quitclaim unto C I H OF SUNNYVALEy all its rights, title, and 

interest in and to that, c e r t a i n r e a l property situate in the 

County of Santa Clara* Stat* of Caiifo^nia, and described as 

folloftsi * 

Being all of lots mimb^red nine (9) &nd twenty-six 
. (26) in block numbered three (3) in the Sunnyvale 
Homestead Tract according to a map thereof recorded 
in the office of the County Recorder of Santa Cl&ra 
County, in Book. of Maps, page 6li and entitled 
^M&p of the Sunnyvale Homestead Tract; feeing w E 
Grossman'® Subdivision of Lota 7, 8, and 9 , $nd * 
part of Lots 5, and 6 of the > # . w . Huk)hy sub-
division He. 1 in the Baftchd.paatoria ie las 
Borregaa as shown up6n a Map, recorded in Book 
of Mapsj page 73> Santa Clara County Records 
^eijig a strip of land 50 feet wide arid 240 feet 
ldng. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF,. t M County of Santa Clara has hereunto 

set Its hand and seal this ^ ; day of JAN 3 0 1961 v . iqgj. v 

i ' 
.'.. COUNTY OP SANTA CLARA : 

cHalman or the Board of Supervisors 

ATTEST: J E A N PULLAN, Clerk of the 
• Boani of Supervisors 

JRKmefc - 1/26/61 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF /SANTA CLARA' 

On thlB ^ day of --. , , 3,961, before m » 

• - : "• -V • • " V ' , personally appeared.Ed K ; 

Levin and Jean Puilan* /Chairman and Clerk/ ^spectiyely/ of' 

the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Clara, who 

executed the attached Quitclaim peed oh feehalf of said 

County and acknowledged to me that said County executed 

the same. . • "' •• • • • / ' 

: Notary m > U c in and for the County 
of Santa Clara, State of California 



C O U N T Y OF S A N T A C L A R A 

SPENCER W I L L I A M S 

C O U N T Y C O U N S E L 

JDHN R. KENNEDY 

WILL IAM M. S I E E E L 

A S S I S T A N T C O U N T Y C O U N S E L S 

X 

D E P U T I E S : 

J D A N A. 5 Y M O N 
ROBERT S. STURGES 
ROBERT P. M c N A M E E 
R I C H A R D S. H A R R I S O N 
J O H N B. G U N N 
SELBY V. BROWN, JR. 
ALBERT M. ZECHER 
M A R V I N G. H A U N 

BOND & TAX CLERK 

D O R O T H Y V. F A N N I N G 

^ Office of the COUNTY COUNSEL 

C O U R T H O U S E 

S A N J O S E 13, C A L I F O R N I A 

TELEPHONE CYPRESS 5 - 105D 

January 2 6 , 1961 

Mrs. Jean Pullan 
Clerk, Board of Supervisors 
Civic^Center 
San Jose, California 

Dear Jean: 

Enclosed are the following documents: 

1. Resolution of Intention to quitclaim certain 
property to the City of Sunnyvale for the agenda 
of the Board of Supervisors on January 30, 1961. 

2. A Quitclaim Deed to be executed by the Chairman 
of the Board of Supervisors with a copy for your 
file. 

3. A resolution authorizing the Chairman of the Board 
to execute the Quitclaim Deed. 

The Resolution of Intention (No. 1 above) requires 
publication for one week in a newspaper of general circula 
tion. We have discussed with the City Attorney of 
Sunnyvale the question of who is to pay the costs of this 
publication. While no definite commitment was made, never 
theless, we suggest that you forward the billing for the 
publication to the City Attorney just as if you expected 
him to pay it. We will see what happens after they have 
received the bill. 

Very truly yours, 

SPENCER M. WILLIAMS 
County Counsel 

JRK: meb - encl. 

^ n f T R . Kennedy 
Assistant County Counsel 



• ' . • - • • • _ • j?? " * * * "'-•«'' 

RESOLUTION AND-NOTICE ,OFINTENTION OP THE . ; 
BOARD OF. SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA-

- ' • CLARA, 'STATE OF CALIFORNIA, TO QUITCLAIM • • 
' CERTAIN. INTERESTS IN REAL PROPERTY TO THE • ' 
, .CITY, OF SUNNYVALE 

. WHEREAS, under" deed dated July. 30 >0 -1907, the real .property 

hereinafter described was conveyed to; the*County.of Santa Clara . 

for, the' purposes of a roadway;;and - •• : 

/ WHEREAS, all of said real propertyvhas heretofore been 

annexed by ̂ the' City of "Sunnyvale, xrito. the. incorporated limits 

of said' City; and . . ; . . - • \ 

'WHEREAS, the County. of Santa Clara'desires, to'quitclaim any ' 

interest :it .has in and'to said- property- to "the City of Sunnyvale 3 

and said City desires to accept a'quitclaim deed'from the Coufttyv . 

of Santa Clara, * • • ' . 

NOW,. THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED that this Board'of Supervisors ' 

of the County of Santa Clara .hereby.' finds and determines that / 

the following described real property-is'not required for . . : -

county.use: • . . / ' .. : ••* . ,. " 

.'Being all of lots numbered nine (9) and twenty-six 
•... (2*6) in block numbered three (3.) -in/the Sunnyvale . 
• Homestead Tract according to a map-thereof . 

recorded in the -office of the County Recorder pf ' . 
Santa Clara County, in-Book "L

, K
 of Maps, page-61/" • 

and- entitled, "Map-"of the Sunnyvale'; Homestead -' 
T r a c t , being W , E . Grossman's - Subdivision of Lots • • ' . • ' 

\7,./8, and,9, 'and.part: of Lots -4, 5V and 6 of the • ' / > 
P.. W, Murphy Subdivision. No.^ 1 ih the/Rancho 

' Pastoria de las Borregas.as shown.upon a Map ' 
• ..recorded in Book-"K

n
o'f. Maps,. :page;73, Santa 

'Clara" County Records." being:a-'strip" of land 50 feet • ' -
\ wide and-240 feet long'. • ' . . 

'BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED' that this Board.of- Supervisors hereby: " 

declares its intention to/execute a.quitclaim deed to the above 

described property-to the City of Sunnyvale -and to 'corivey'.all \ 

- right; title, and-'interest the County, of Santa Clara-now has--in v 

and to . said real property without consideration, under .the* 

J A R 30 

/ / n i " H LM WD-

NO:. ABSTAINS:: 

ABSENT: • . V 



. V 

/authority of section 253,65 of the Government Code. • V ;; 

• - ' BE 'IT. FURTHER RESOLVED that the,Clerk of this Board/.shall/' 

"ih ; accordance' vri.th>law, cause to be .published a copy of this ; V 

Resolution and Notice for at least one week in a newspaper of • ; 

general circulatioh published in the County of Santa Clara.. • 

PASSED AND ADOPTED.by the Board of Supervisors of the . 

County of Santa Clara, ;State of California, this 30-th' day of 

January/ 196I, by the-following Vote: . ' 

AYES: ; : Supervisors, DeliaMaggiore Hubbard' ^ e h r k e n s Levin W e i c ^ 

NOES:/ Supervisors, None,- ; 

ABSENT:: Supervisors, Non§ ' 

upervisqrs. 3- % 

ATTEST: "JEAN PULLAN > Clerk:-of the-. 
Board of Supervisors 

. n ' " 

'"u -

y- ' \>'. 1 • 

JRK: meb , - 1/26/61 
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February 31, 1961 

Sunnyvale Standard, Inc. 
155 So. Taaffe St., 
Sunnyvale, California 

att: Legal Dept. 

subject: RESOLUTION - Quitclaim certain interests in 
real property to City of Sunnyvale. 

Gentlemen: 

Please publish the enclosed resolution in the Sunnyvale 
Standard for one week, commencing on February 6th, 
through February » t h , 1961. 

Kindly send, affidavit and charges to this office. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Mrs. Jean Pullan, Clerk 
of the Board 

JP:eg 
enc 



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 
THE SUNNYVALE STANDARD 

155 South Taaffe Street Sunnyvale, Californj 

REgent 6-3456 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT 

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

In the Matter o L . . ^ . ^ } ^ . . ^ ^ . 
( N a m e of Mat te r ) 

interests in real property to 

City of Sunnyvale 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA ) 

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, deposes 
and says: That at all times hereinafter mentioned af-
fiant was a citizen of the United States, over the age 
of eighteen years, and a resident of said county, and 
was at and during all times herein mentioned the 
principal clerk of the printer of The Sunnyvale 
Standard, a newspaper of general circulation, printed 
and published daily, (except Saturdays, Sundays and 
holidays), in the City of Sunnyvale, County of Santa 
Clara, State of California; that said Sunnyvale 
Standard is and was at all times herein mentioned, 
a newspaper of general circulation in the City of 
Sunnyvale and County of Santa Clara as that term is 
defined by Section 6000 et seq. of the Government 
Code, and, as provided by said sections, is published 
for dissemination of local news and intelligence of 
a general character, having a bonafide subscription 
list of paying subscribers, and is not devoted to the 
interest or published for the entertainment or instruc-
tion of a particular class, profession, trade, calling, 
race or denomination, or for the entertainment and 
instruction of any number of such classes, profes-
sions, trades, callings, races or denominations; that at 
all times said newspaper has been established, printed 
and published in the said City of Sunnyvale, in said 
County and State, at regular intervals for more than 
one year preceding the first publication of the notice 
herein mentioned; that said notice was set in type 
not smaller than nonpariel and was preceded with 
words printed in black-face type not smaller than 
nonpariel describing and expressing in general terms, 
the purport and character of the notice intended to 
be given: that the 

EBSOLUTIOU 
{Title" of" Notice") 

of which the annexed is a true printed .copy, was 
published and printed in said newspaper once on each 
of the.followyng,dates to.wit: the sixth, seventh, 

;e6nl 

»Court No. 

mg^ates 
.nth, te 
l days o 

.thirteenth and 
ehruary* I9ol 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 

February 

.Is/.. 

17th February 6l 
of 19 

LEGAL ADVERTISEMENT 

RESOLUTION A N D NOTICE OF INTEN-
T ION OF T H E BOARD OF SUPER-
VISORS OF T H E COUNTY OF SANTA 
CLARA, STATE OF C A L I F O R N I A , TO 
QUIT CLAIM CERTAIN INTERESTS IN 

• R E A L P R O P E R T Y TO T H E CITY OF 
S U N N Y V A L E 
WHEREAS, under deed dated Ju ly 30, 

1907, the real p roper ty hereinaf ter de-
scr ibed was conveyed to the County of 
Santa Clara for the purposes of a road-
w a y ; and 

WHEREAS, al l of said real proper ty 
has heretofore been annexed by the City 
of Sunnyvale into the incorporated l imi ts 
of said C i t y ; and 

I WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara 
j desires to qu i t c la im any interest it has. 

in and to said p roper ty to the City of 
1 Sunnyvale, and said City desires to ac-

cept a qu i t c la im deed f r o m the County 
I of Santa Clara, 

NOW, T H E R E F O R E , BE IT RE-
SOLVED that this Board of Supervisors 
of the County of Santa Clara hereby f inds 
ond determines ' that the fo l lowing de-

„ scr ibed real proper ty Is not required for 
county use: 

1 Being a l l of lots' numbered nine 
(9) and twenty-s ix (26) In block num-
bered three (3) In the Sunnyvale 
Homestead Trac t accord ing t o v a map 
thereof recorded In the of f ice of the 
County Recorder of S a n t a Clara 
County, In Book " L " of Maps, page 
61, and ent i t led, " M a p of the Sunny-
va le Homestead T rac t , being W. E. 
Crossman's Subdivision of Lots 7, 8, 
ond 9, ond part of Lots 4, 5, and 6 
of the P. w . Mu rphy Subdivision No. 
1 in the Rancho Pastor la de las 
Borregas as shown upon a Map , re-
corded in Book " K " of Mops, page 

i 73, Santa Clara County Records," 
being a s t r ip of land 50 feet w ide 
ond 240 feet long. ' ' 1 

BE I T F U R T H E R RESOLVED that 
th is Board of Supervisors hereby de-
clares Its Intent ion to execute ja qu i t - > 
c la im deed to the above descr ibed p rop - ' 
e'rty to the City of Sunnyvale and to con-J 
vey a l l r igh t , t i t le , and interest t he . 
County of Santa .C lara now has in and to 
said real proper ty w i thout considerat ion, t 
under the au thor i ty of Section 25365 o f ' 
the Government Code. ' *. 

BE I T F U R T H E R RESOLVED that t he , 
Clerk of th is Board sha l l , in qccord-1 
ance w i t h law, cause to be published 
a copy of this Resolution and Notice for 
at least one week in a newspaper of 
general c i rcu la t ion publ ished In the Coun-
t y of Santa Clara. 

PASSED A N D A D O P T E D by the Board 
of Supervisors of the County of Santa 
Clara, State 'o f Cal i forn ia , th is 30th doy 
of January , 1961, by the fo l lowing vote : 

A Y E S : Supervisors, Del ia Magg io re , 
Hubbard , Mahrkens , Lev in Welcher t 

NOES: Supervisors, None 
A B S E N T : Supervisors, None 1 

E D R. L E V I N < 
Chai rman of the 
Board of Supervisors 

A T T E S T : , 
J E A N P U L L A N , I 
. Clerk of the 

Board of Supervisors 
Publ ished: Feb. 6, 7, Z. 9, 10, 13, 14, 

1961. 

Notary Public in and for the County of Santa Clara, 
State of California. 

~ . 31, 1962 
My Commission expires on 
Note : Prepare or ig ina l and two copies. O r i g i na l and copy to Attorney. 

•Remaining copy of AF^davit to Publ icat ion File. 



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION 
THE SUNNYVALE STANDARD 

155 South Taaffe Street :: Sunnyvale, California 

REgent 6-3456 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT 

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA 

In the Matter of - \ 
(Nome of Mat te r ) I 

interest! in real property to ( 
\ Court No, 

Oity of fiunnyvale ( 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ) 
COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA ) s s 

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, deposes 
and says: That at all times hereinafter mentioned af-
fiant was a citizen of the United States, over the age 
of eighteen years, and a resident of said county, and 
was at and during all times herein mentioned the 
principal clerk of the printer of The Sunnyvale 
Standard, a newspaper of general circulation, printed 
and published daily, (except Saturdays, Sundays and 
holidays), in the City of Sunnyvale, County of Santa 
Clara, State of California; that said Sunnyvale 
Standard is and was at all times herein mentioned, 
a newspaper of general circulation in the City of 
Sunnyvale and County of Santa Clara as that term is 
defined by Section 6000 et seq. of the Government 
Code, and, as provided by said sections, is published 
for dissemination of local news and intelligence of 
a general character, having a bonafide subscription 
list of paying subscribers, and is not devoted to the 
interest or published for the entertainment or instruc-
tion of a particular class, profession, trade, calling, 
race or denomination, or for the entertainment and 
instruction of any number of such classes, profes-
sions, trades, callings, races or denominations; that at 
all times said newspaper has been established, printed 
and published in the said City of Sunnyvale, in said 
County and State, at regular intervals for more than 
one year preceding the first publication of the notice 
herein mentioned; that said notice was set in type 
not smaller than nonpariel and was preceded with 
words printed in black-face type not smaller than 
nonpariel describing and expressing in general terms, 
the purport and character of the notice intended lo 
be given: that the 

RESOLUTION 
(Tit le of Not ice) 

of which the annexed is a true printed copy, was 
published and printed in said newspaper once on each 

seventh, 
and 

Subscribed 

17th 

Js/.... 

d sworn to before me, this 

February 6l 
day. of <. ... 19. 

tdkJ^Ll^.....xd^LtZL 
Notary Public'^ in and for the County of Santa Clara, 
State of California. ' . 

Jan. 31, 1962 
My Commission expires on. 
Note: Prepare original and two. 'copies. Or ig ina l and copy to Attorney. 

Rema ining' copy, of Aff idav i t * to Publication File. 

LEGAL ADVERTISEMENT 

, RESOLUTION AND NOTICE OF INTEN-
TION OF THE BOARD OF SUPER* 

> VISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SANTA 
CLARA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, TO 

. QUIT CLAIM CERTAIN INTERESTS IN 
REAL PROPERTY TO THE CITY OF 
SUNNYVALE 
WHEREAS, under deed dated July 30, 

1907, the real property hereinafter de-
scribed was conveyed to the County of 
Santa Clara for the purposes of a road-
way ; and 

WHEREAS, al l of said real property 
? has heretofore been annexed by the City 
> of Sunnyvale into the Incorporated l imits 
i of said Ci ty; ond 

•j WHEREAS, the County of Santa Clara 
1 desires to quitc laim any interest it has 

In and to said property to the City of 
Sunnyvale, and said City desires to ac-
cept a quitc laim deed f rom the County 
Of Santa Clara, 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RE-
SOLVED that this Board of Supervisors 
of the County of Santa Clara hereby finds 

, and determines that the fol lowing de-
> scribed real property is not required for 

county use: 
Being oi l of lots numbered nine 

(9) ond twenty-six (26) in block num-
. bered three (3) < in the Sunnyvale 

I Homestead Tract according to a mcp 
thereof recorded in the office of the • 
County Recorder of S a n t a Clara 
County, in Book " L " of Mops, page 
61, and entit led, " M a p of the Sunny-
vote Homestead Tract , being W. E 
Crossmon's Subdivision of Lots 7, fl, 
and 9, and port of Lots A, S, and A 
of the P. w . Murphy Subdivision No. 
1 in the Rancho Pastoria de las 
Borregas as shown upon a Map re-
corded in Book " K " of Maps, page 
73, Santa Clara County Records/ ' 
being a str ip of land 50 feet wide 
and 240 feet long. 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that 

this Board of Supervisors hereby de-
clares its Intention to execute a quit-
claim deed to the above described prop-
erty to the City of Sunnyvale and to con-
vey al l r ight , t i t le, and Interest the 
County of Santa Clara now has in and to 
said real property without consideration, 
under the authority of Scctlon 25365 of 
the Government Code. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the 
Clerk of this Board shall, in accord- ! 

' ance wi th law, cause to be published ; 
a copy of this Resolution and Notice for 
at least one week in a newspaper of 
generai circulation published In the Coun-
ty of Santa Clara. ^ 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board 
of Supervisors of 1he County of Santa 
Clara, State of Cqlifornia, this 30th day 
of January, 1961, by the fol lowing vote: 

AYES: Supervisors, Delia Magglore, 
Hubbard, Mahrkens, Levin Welchert 

• NOES: Supervisors, None 
ABSENT: Supervisors, None' 

ED R. LEV IN 
Chairman of the 
Board of Supervisors 

ATTEST: 
JEAN PULLAN, 

Clerk of the 
Board of Supervisors 
Published: Feb. 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 

1961. \ 



\ 



February 21, 1961 

Mr. Frank Glllio 
City Attorney 
City of Sunnyvale 
Sunnyvale, California 

Dear Mr. Gilliot 

Enclosed please find Quitclaim Deed which has been properly 
signed and executed by the County to the City of Sunnyvale. 

We trust you will find the enclosure in order. 

Yours very truly. 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

MRS. JEAN PULLAN, CLERK Of 
the Board 

JP/Jra 
Enc. (1) 



Date: 2 / 1 5 / 6 1 MEMORANDUM 
To: Jean P County of San ta C la ra 

F r o m ; June McD Dept: 

S U B I E C T ; A g e n d a 

John Kennedy says to put the resolution and quitclaim deed for 
Sunnyvale on agenda for Monday, February 20th* Then when the 
deed is executed, please call Frank Gillio, City Attorney for 
Sunnyvale, and he will pick it up. 



February 23, 1961 

Mr. Frank Gillio 
City Attorney 
City of Sunnyvale 
Sunnyvale, California 

Dear Mr. Gillio: 

Enclosed find statement in the amount of $99*96 for 
legal publication relating to the Quitclaim of cerr 
tain Interest of real property In the City of Sunny 
vale fgflvfra / 1 ^ 

Please send remittance to this office* 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

JP/Jm 
Enclosure 

Mrs. Jean Pullan, Clerk 
of the Board 



SANTA CLARA CO. FARM SUPPLY COMPANY 
INSURANCE - AUTO • TRUCK - UF i • FCL 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION GROUP INSURANCE 
FARM BUREAU HEALTH PROGRAM 

PETROLEUM PROGRAM 

1 SANTA CLARA COUNTY FARM BUREAU 

1 0 9 2 NO. FIRST STREET SAN JOSE 12, C A L I F O R N I A 

R. KEN WILHEtM, County Secrotary 
PHYLLIS V. BROWN, Offico Secretary CYpress 4 - 8 6 1 6 

February 14, 1957 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 

Gentlemen: 

At a regular meeting of the Northwest Farm Bureau 
Center held on February 11, 1957, the following resolution 
was passed: 

"Whereas roads adequate for farm purposes were built 
years ago, and 

Whereas there is a need for wider roads for urban 
needs, 

Therefore, we would have no objection to proposals 
for additional road funds if any proposed county road district 
provides for exclusion of farm property." 

This is to certify that the above resolution was duly 
moved, seconded and passed at regular Northwest Center meeting 
on February 11, 1957. 

County Secretary 
Santa Clara County Farm Bureau 

FEB 1 8 1957 
DATE_ 

APPROVED 

RE: CE CC PC ENG 

Qabm&ti., &e Wite - Qtojanife, 



C O U N T Y OF SANTA C L A R A 

kO F F I C E O F C O U N T Y E N G I N E E R 
... 1 11'.... - • • "•". 

J A M E S B . E N O C H S - ASB'T . COUNTY ENGR. 

W I L L I A M A . M C C L U R E - Q r n c i EN U I N E C R S A N T A C L A R A ' C O U N T Y O F F I C E B L D D , • C I V I C C E N T E R 

F I R S T & R O S A S T R E E T S , S A N J Q S E , C A L I F O R N I A 

December 24, 1956 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara 
San Jose, California 

Re: Improvement of Stephanie Lane - a non-County road. 

Gentlemen: 

On November 13, the Board referred the attached request for -
information regarding Stephanie Lane to this office. 

The detailed report, showing present condition and minimum 
improvements, is attached. Briefly, the report indicates an 
estimated cost of $5,165.00 for the surfacing and drainage of this 
400 foot road. Because of this relatively high cost, it is not 
recommended that a Road Maintenance District be formed for this 
improvement. Of the remaining methods of financing, two present 
themselves as feasible. First, the informal assessment or agreement 
between property owners with full cash deposit, and second, the 
Community Service Act. 

County Engineer 

LB/mc 
cc: Charles L. Coburn 

m - * , D E C 2 4 1956 
DATE 

APPROVED 

RE: CE CC PC ENG 



« 

December 6 , 1956 

M r . A . P . Hamann, Manager 
City of San Jose 
City Hall Annex 
i W Park Avenue 
San Jose 9 California 

Subject: City^County joint construction of three 
vital highway projects. 

Dear Sir: 

The following Is an excerpt from the minutes of 
the Board of Supervisors 1 Meeting of December 3* 1956. 

11A communication Is received from the City of San 
Jose. A . P . Hamann, City Manager, requesting that 
the Board consider joining In a venture with the 
City of San Jose for the construction of three 
vital highway projects, at the earliest possible 
moment. These projects the (1) Curtner Avenue 
extension from Almaden River bridge to Monterey 
Road. (2) Lincoln Avenue widening from Los Gatos 
Creek to San Carlos Street. (3) Widening of Almaden 
underpass of Southern Pacific Tracks. After dis-
cussion, on motion of Supervisor DellaMaggiore, 
seconded by Supervisor Levin, it is unanimously 
ordered that said matter be tabled until such 
time as the Board can meet with the cities of the 
County to establish some kind of plan for a County-
wide program for such projects as this." 

ATTEST: RICHARD OLSON. Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors 

By i Jean Pullan. Deputy Clerk of 
the Board of Supervisors 



C I T Y O F S A N J O S E 
C A L I F D R N I A 

C I T Y H A L L A N N E X 

1 AA P A R K A V E N U E 

T E L E P H O N E C Y P R E S S 2 - 3 1 A 

November 23, 1956 CITY M A N A G E R 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

It is respectfully requested that your Honorable Body consider 
joining in a venture with the City of San Jose for the construction 
of three vital highway projects, at the earliest possible moment* 

These projects are the 1) Curtner Avenue-Stone Avenue cut-through 
from the Almaden River bridge, now under construction, to the Monterey 
Road. This link is necessary to relieve the traffic congestion that 
is rapidly developing along the Almaden Road between Curtner Avenue 
and Alma Avenue. This proposed cut-through, we feel, is of vital im-
portance to both the City and the County. 

2) The Lincoln Avenue widening from the Los Gatos Creek to San 
Carlos Street. With the improvement of the Unco In Avenue bridge this 
street is now a carrier of heavy traffic and should be improved as 
quickly as possible. This project takes in territory of both City and 
County and must of necessity be a joint venture. 

3) The widening of the Almaden underpass at the main line Southern 
Pacific tracks. This has become a bottleneck due to the unprecedented 
housing development in the Willow Glen and Cambrian areas. This project 
is, in our estimation, the first step in the eventual widening of Almaden 
Avenue and should be built to accommodate six moving lanes of traffic • 
In view of the timely negotiations that must be entered into with the 
railroads before such a major project can be undertaken, it is 
respectfully requested that every effort be made to expedite this project. 

I will be very happy to discuss these matters in detail either with 
your Honorable Body or with members of your County administration. 

Sincerely, 

date d f c 3 - m a 
City Manager 

APH:k 

rr
" PC ENG 



4 i) h 
C O U N T Y OF S A N T A C L A R A 

W O F F I C E O F C O U N T Y E N G I N E E R 
L E O N A R D B U S H N E L L - COUNTY ENG INEER 

J A M E S B . E N O C H S - A S S ' T . COUNTY E N D R . 

W I L L I A M A . M C C L U R E - OFF ICE ENG INEER S A N T A C L A R A C D U N T Y O F F I C E B L D G . • C I V I C C E N T E R 

F I R S T & R O S A S T R E E T S , S A N J O S E . C A L I F O R N I A 

November 19, 1956 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 

Re: Petition for assessment district for 
improvement of PIKE ROAD 

Gentlemen: 

Pike Road is a non County-accepted road extending southerly 
from PIERCE ROAD, a distance of 2,000 feet. It has a 60 foot 
right-of-way and a traveled way varing from 7 to 12 feet. 
Approximately 1,200 feet has been given an oil and screenings 
surface recently, the remainder is in very poor condition. 
Condition indicates very little base. 

Investigation indicates that the road could be maintained in 
its present alignment, width and gradient for an annual 
expenditure of $1,000.00. This maintenance figure does 
not include the work necessary to improve the road to minimum 
standards for acceptance. 

The detailed report is attached. 

Respectfully subj 

LEONARD BUSHNELL 
County Engineer 

LB :bm 

NOV 19 1956 

APPROVED 

RE: CE CC PC ENG 



• « 
C O U N T Y O F S A N T A C L A R A 

L E O N A R D B U S H N E L L - COUNTY ENG INEER 

J A M E S B . E N O C H S - ASS-T, COUNTY ENGR. 

k O F F I C E O F C O U N T Y E N G I N E E R 

W I L L I A M A . M C C L U R E - D F F I C E ENG INEER S A N T A C L A R A C O U N T Y O F F I C E B L D G . • C I V I C C E N T E R 

^ F I R S T & R O S A S T R E E T S , S A N J D S E , C A L I F O R N I A 

November 19, 1956 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 

Re: Petition for improvement of Becky Lane 
Gentlemen: 

Becky Lane, a non-County-accepted road, extends 2,000 feet 
southerly from Bicknell Road. There is no accepted right-of-way 
however there is an existing unimproved single lane road. There 
is no usable base or surface. Drainage from an improved 
road at this location would necessitate a separate drainage easement. 

The estimated cost of minimum acceptable improvement is $9,915.00. 
This would provide a 20 foot oil and screenings surface with 
minimum base. 

The apparent assessed valuation would preclude the use of a 
Road Maintenance District to improve the road. In order to bring 
the road to minimum acceptable condition it appears that the 
formal or informal assessment district procedure must be followed. 

The detailed report is attached 

Respectful submitted, 

LEONARD BUSHNELL 
County Engineer 

LB :bm 

NOV 19 1S5S 

APPROVED 

RE: CE Ct; W f>:m 



C O U N T Y O F S>ANTA C L A R A 

||^ O F F I C E O F C O U N T Y E N G I N E E R 
L E O N A R D B U S H N E L L - COUNTY ENG INEER 

J A M E S B . E N O C H S - ASS 'T . COUNTY ENDR . 

W I L L I A M A . M C C L U R E - • FFICE ENG INEER S A N T A C L A R A C D U N T Y OFFICE B L D G . • C i v i c C E N T E R 

- T , - , 0 F I R S T & R D S A S T R E E T S , S A N J O S E , C A L I F O R N I A 

November 13, 1956 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 

Re: Estimate of required work on Del Medio and Miller Avenues. 

Gentlemen: 

The residents of Del Medio and Miller Avenues have requested information 
regarding work necessary to bring these roads to minimum standards with a 
view to acceptance for maintenance. 

After the annexation completed last week by Mountain View, there remains 
1,100 feet of Del Medio and 500 feet of Miller in unincorporated territory. 
It is on the basis of these lengths that the following estimate summary 
is given: 

Grade, base and surface 
DEL MEDIO - $2,805 
MILLER 440 

$3,245 

Drainage 
2400 1.f.-18" RCP-$12,000 
2 Drop Inlets - 400 
6 Manholes - 1,800 

$14,200 
TOTAL = $17,445 

It will be observed that 83% of the estimate is for drainage. There is no 
existing drainage system that can be used, hence it is necessary to conduct 
the water to Adobe Creek, lying to the Northwest of this area. The area 
is almost entirely enclosed by annexations to Mountain View and Palo Alto, 
thus obviating the possible use of small percolation ponds. 

The residents further asked information on methods of doing the work. 
An assessment district under the appropriate Bond Act is the simplest 
method from this departments point of view. The method of informal assess-
ment, such as was used on Fremont and Greenview, could be employed but 
with the present work load of this department it would be difficult to give 
an accurate estimate of when the work could be completed. 

Respect f^lLv/^abroitted, 

LEONARD BUSHNELL 
County Engineer 

LB :bm 

NOV 1 3 1956 y t U ^ ^ T ^ 





Î os Gatos, California 
August 9, 1956 

The Honorable Board of Supervisors-
County of Santa Clara 
First and Rosa Streets-
San Jose, California1 

Gentlemen? 
It is requested that the matter of recinding the require-

ment of improving Arlee Drive to County Standards before the record 
of survey map is recorded for 18040 Arlee Drive be placed upon the 
agenda of the Board at their meeting on Monday, August 13, 1956. 

The factual situation to support such request is as 
follows1: 

1. I desired to purchase a dwelling house from the State 
in May of this year and contactod the Building Inspectors Office as 
to the requirements of moving a dwelling house from 252 Bella Vista 
Avenue to 18040 Arlee Drive, Los Gatos, and was advised as to the 
requirements of moving and it was suggested that as the building to 
be moved had to meet certain requirements of the County, that the 
purchase be made subject to being able to secure a moving permit from 
the County. The purchase of the' lot and dwelling was made upon that 
basis' and on l.Iay 30th, application was made to the County Building 
Inspector for a moving permit. Pursuant to the application, which 
application was approved and initialed by the Planning Department and 
Engineer's Office and also supported by & sewer connection permit 
from Sanitation District No. 4, the building was surveyed and posted 
on May 31, 1956. After the five working days had expired I contacted 
the Building Inspector's Office and they advised rie that no protests-
had been received as to the moving and that everything was then 
cleared as .to the moving of the dwelling. In reliance upon this 
completed moving permit, purchase of the dwelling and lot was completed* 

2. Application was then made for a building permit to put 
in the foundation for the dwelling etc. and it was found for the 
first time that no record of survey map was on file. Accordingly, I 
had an engineer prepare same and present it to the Engineer's Office. 
Thereafter a meeting of the Planning Commission was held and as I 
understand it, it was recommended that said nap be filed on condition 
that Arlee Drive be brought tip to County Standards . The Board of 
Supervisors by resolution adopted such recommendation. It Is my 
understanding that the requirement of improving Arlee Drive to County 
Standards was made by IJr. Ramona of the Engineer's Office upon the 
belief that I owned or controlled all of the property adjoining Arlee 
Drive. This is not true as my only interest is that of the one lot 
at 13040 Arlee Drive• 

3. However, I was and am in favor of improving Arlee Drive 
to County Standards and I understood from Mr. Ramona that this could 

mic 
frrtTT 

RE: CE CC PC 



be done under the 1911 Improvement Act by petition from 60% of the 
property owners. As over 60% were in favor, it was then thought 
that the road could be improve without further difficulty. At that 
time the licensed house mover applied for his permit to move the 
house and v/as refused a permit. I then contacted Mr. Romano as to 
the reason for the refusal and he stated if I would write a letter 
to him about the road, the permit would be issued. It was the last 
day the house could be moved as the deadline from the State to move' 
the house v/as up and unless the house was moved that day, it would 
be forfeited back to the State. Acting under i.ir. Romano rs instruct-
ions, the letter was written in the belief that the road would be 
improved under the 1911 Act. However, it later turned out that 
improvement of the road under the 1911 Act was not feasable or 
possible and Williams of the County Counselrs Office was contacted 
and it did not appear that any way possible was left to improve the 
road, except voluntary action by 100^ of the property owners involved, 

4. Arlee Drive is 45! wide, -352' long and joins Rose Ave. 
on the West side, approximately -3001 North of the Saratoga-Los Gatos 
Road. Seven properties abutt Arlee Drive, I understand five are in 
favor of a County Road, one other owner would have participated on 
an assessment basis. One owner will not voluntarily participate at 
all. It does not appear possible to obtain a County Road at this 
time. I have offered to deposit my share of the roadway as estimated 
by the Engineer's Office in escrow at all times. 

5. The dwelling house has been moved for some time and 
has been cut in two pieces to enable it to be moved. Rain v/ill 
materially damage it. Since the requirement that Arlee Drive be 
brought to minimum standars was made under a misaprehension as to 
the facts, and since the purchase of the house and lot were made 
upon full reliance on the moving permit issued, it is requested that 
the requirement of improvement of Arlee Drive prior to recordation 
of the record of survey map be recinded. 

Respectfully submitted, 

George W. Monk 
18040 Arlee Drive 
Los Gatos, California 
Phone ? EL&ato 4-7714 

cc . Engineer Ts Office 



Los Gatos, California 
July 10, 1956 

Office of the County Engineer 
County of Santa Clara 
First and Rosa Streets 
San Jose, California : ' 

• • • 1 

. Att'n: Mr. Ramona or Mr. Britton 

Gentlemen: 
Pursuant to a conversation of thi<5 ,,4+u 

Mr.. Romana of your office, it is my understandf^ 
will issue a. moving permit to Mr. L S e l l T h o m n ^ 
to move a dwelling house from 252 fella °f

 T
M o d e s t o 

to 180^0 Arlee Drive, Los Gatos. t a A v e n u e > . ^ s Gatos, 

I agree, to make the road known as • 
conform to your requirements and to d i T W ^ f f , i v e 

completion of . the roadway known a ! Arlee Driw> UtSU+». 
that said Arlee Drive, i / n o t m a d f t r c o ^ f S i tA I n t h e e v e n t 

r e q u i r e m e n t s w i t h i n a r e a sonab l e t i n e I a s r o l t 
house, to be moved into the premises at 1 f i o l n U ° r ^ o v e t h e 

my own expense and without L y * e x p L ? e ^ ^ S ^ U r . 

permit w i l l ^ s l u e ^ ^ d ^ ^ . 

such time as arrangements are mad! s a t i s f a c t S ? * U I l t i l 

as to the roadway.or.until such timl a f t h e S f W l t h ^ o u , ' ' • 
to conform to your requirements roadway is completed 

RespectfuljLy submitted, 

7s/ George W . Monk 

Geo. V/.. Monk 
18020 Arlee Drive 
Los Gatos, California 
Phone: ELgato1*-??!1*-

(Acknowledged — 7-10-56 
Ralph L . Ramona 
Senior Engr. • 
Co. Engr's Office) 

Original letter in Building Inspector 's -Office.'' 



* 
C O U N T Y OF S A N T A C L A R A 

^ P L A N N I N G D E P A R T M E N T 

S A N T A C L A R A C O U N T Y O F F I C E B L D G . • C I V I C C E N T E R 

F I R S T & R O S A S T R E E T S , S A N J O S E 6, C A L I F O R N I A 

K A R L J . B E L S E R , D IRECTOR 

March 9, 195^ 

M r s Dorothy Covill 
City Clerk of San Jose 
City Hall 

San Jose, California 

Dear Mrs. Covill: 
A copy of Resolution #10149 regarding the recognition 

of Hedding Street and Moorpark Avenue on the Master Plan 
of Streets and Highways of Santa Clara County was forwarded 
to this office by the Board of Supervisors. 

We wish to assure you that if and when the Streets and 
Highways Plan is amended, your request will be duly consider-
ed. 

This office has retained Hedding and Moorpark as major 
streets on it's map showing possible future amendments to 
the Master Plan of Streets and Highways and there seems to 
be no intent to remove either street from the Master Plan. 

Very truly yours, 

KARL J . BELSER, Planning Director 

JLCsbw 
cc: Board of Supervisors 
Att: Richard Olson 

M P ! 



O F F I C E R S 

P R t l l D I N T 

R E G I N A L D L . P A R R Y 

SECRETARY 

T H H L M A M , W R I G H T 

ATTORNEY 

H E R B E R T C . J O N E S 

CH IEF ENOINKER 

J . R O B E R T R O L L 

• « 
Santa Clara Valley 

Water Conservation District 
6 0 N O R T H S E C O N D S T R E E T 

S A N J O S E 1 3 , C A L I F O R N I A 

D I R E C T O R S 

F R A N K L . S T B I N D O R F , D I V . I 

J . B. W I E S C N D A N G E R , D I V . 2 

M A R T I N J . S P A N G L E R . O I V . 3 

L . O . W I L C O X . O I V . 4 

H A R R Y G . M I T C H E L L . D I V . 8 

R E G I N A L D L . P A R R Y , D I V . 6 

8 . W . P P B I F L E . D I V . 7 

May 5th, 1954 

Arthur Brown, Supervisor, 
85 North Monterey Ave,, 
Gilroy, Calif. 

Dear M r . Brown: 

It has been brought to the attention of this office by 
M r . Chas. F . Pracna that a large number of the residents in the 
vicinity of Coyote Dam are interested in having the County of 
Santa Clara take over the road from the terminus of the existing 
county road near the Coyote Lake Resort to Coyote Dam. 

They have asked this District if it would be willing to 
give a Right of Way to the County for this road in the event that 
the County should take it over. 

This is to inform you that the District will make such a 
Right of Way available to the County without any charge if the 
County sees fit to take over this road. 

Very truly yours, 

SANTA CLARA VALLEY WATER CONSERVATION 

JRRtW J . Robert Roll, Chief Engineer 



December 8 f 1951* 

James and Waters and Associates 
kO$l EI Camlno Way 
Palo Alto 9 California 

Subject; County Acceptance of Valmonte W a y . 

Gentlemen: 

The Board of Supervisors at their meeting of 
December 6 , 195*+ determined that you be advised, 
in accordance with established policy, that it will 
be necessary for you to improve subject roadway to 
County Standards before requesting acceptance. 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

By. 
Deputy Cleric 

cc: County Engineer 



J A M E S A N D W A T E R S & A S S O C I A T E S 
C I V I L E N G I N E E R S & L I C E N S E D L A N D S U R V E Y O R S 

BASIL W . WATEHS —CIV. ENG. S A N M A T " ° * P 4 L ° A t T O • S A N J ° " E PAUL H. HARDY 
PAUL H. HARDY -LIE. LAND SURV. <09I EL CAMINO WAY 

L E O W . R U T H . - C I V . ENG. P A L O A " 0 ' CALIFORNIA 

yf DAvonport 3*1359 

December 2, 1954 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County Office Building 
San ^ose, California 

Gentlemen: 

We represent certain owners of property fronting on a roadway 
variously known as North Street and Diablo'Way which they 
desire to rename as Valmonte Way and to dedicate to the 
County as a public road. 

It is proposed that the owners enter into a contract to pave 
the area as a road and to improve"it with curbs, gutters, 
sidewalks and sewer main and appurtenances in accord-
ance with plans on file in the office of the County Engineer. 

A deed for road together with the contract for the work and 
cash to cover the project cost in full would be deposited 
with the Valley Title Company under instructions to the title 
company that the funds are to be disbursed to the contractor 
on completion of the work and upon the instructions of the 
County Engineer. 

Yours very truly, 

JAMES AND WATERS & ASSOCIATES 

John Gr. R . Clegg— 

JGRC:lk 

DATE DEC 6 - 1954 
M a n M M O H M M M H M M D f e 

APPROVED 

. - . . . RIO ^ Y ^ ' 

RE: r: c: PC ENG. 



June 22, 1953 

L3r. Om J• Goulet, General Mgr. 
Almaden Vineyards 
37 Drunux Street 
San Francisco 11* California 

Dear Sir: 

Pursuant to your letter of June 1 9 , 1953* the 

Board of Supervisors today granted permission to 

install and maintain 1000 faet of irrigation pipe line on 

County right-of-way known es Eoisia Lana off Alraadon Road. 

Vary truly yours, 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

By. 
Clerk of tiio board 



R A N K S C fLO O IS M A K E R S^K L E C T I O IS 

E S T A B L I S H E D I 8 5 ? 

I O 

R E P L Y T O E X E C U T I V E O F F I C E : 

4 3 7 D R U M M S T R E E T 

S A N F R A N C I S C O 1 1 , C A L I F . 

June 19,1953 

Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 

Gentlement 

Almaden Vineyards request permission to maintain 
1000 feet of irrigation pipe line on county 
right-of-way known as Boisie Lane off Almaden Road 

Yours truly, 

ALMADEN. VINEYARDS 

0JG:t 0. J./Goulet 
Winery General Manager 

DATE 
jUN 2 2 195$ 

APPROVED \4f-P 
RE: CE QQ PC ENG 
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June 1 , 1953 

Mr. M . Willson 
3028 Williams Road 

San Jose 28, California 

Dear Sir: 

The Board of Supervisors today approved your 

request that Williams Road not be extended beyond 

Its present location. 

Vary truly yours, 

BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 

Clerk of the board 



Submitted by M. W i l l s ^ 

3028 Williams H 0 a d , SJ 28 

May 22, 1953 

Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County Court House 
San Jose, California. 

Attention County Planning Commission: 

DATE 

APPROVED 

m i 

RE: CE CC PC ENQ 

We, the undersigned, do hereby register a request 
that Williams Road, east of the Santa Cfcara-Los Gatos 
Highway( or Winchester Rd.} not be extended beyond its 
present location. An extension will ultimately result 
in its becoming an arterial between the San Jose-Los 
Gatos Highway on the east and Saratoga Highway on the west, 

We have bought and maintain expensive homes in a sub-
division chosen for its uniqueness for real country living, 
its extreme quietness, and lack of excessive traffic. We 
feel that all these qualities would be destroyed if this 

road is put through. 
Stevens Creek Road is less than a mile to the north; 

a main highway; Koorpark and Hamilton Avenues are in close 
proximity to connect San Jose-Los Gatos and Winchester high-
ways. 

We sincerely hope that you will reconsider your pro-
posed plans and not extend Williams Road to the east. 

Thank You, 

Name 

\y/ko 

Address 
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_ PPROVED 

RE: CE CC PC ENG 

J & J AIR RANjQHD 

John H . Lyon 
5210 St. Joseph Avenue 
Mountain View, CaL if. 

March 30, 1953 

APR 6-

Board, of Supervisors 
County of Santa Clara \3J 
Santa Clara County Court Hous«\ 
San Jose, California _ , ̂  

R.OIsot^Xlerk of i!]e 
Gentlemen: 

BYU""* DEPUTY 

I have just received a letter from the County Counsel, 
M r . Howard W . Campen, acknowledging my letter of March 
16, 1953 concerning elevation and grade of Granger 
Avenue and certain drainage problems concerning our 
property• 

I request an audience with the Board so that I may pre-
sent our side of the picture, particularly inasmuch as 
we are the only persons concerned in regard to these 
problems. 

Reviewing briefly the adverse effect of the elevation 
of Granger Avenue, I wish to point out that this has 
reduced our accessibility to our main drive and side 
field drive, created a hazard and nuisance, a new 
drainage problem, and a depreciation of value and 
eral impairment of use. I wish also to point 
it was not necessary to have had this road 
oriier to provide proper drainage. 

gen-
out that 

elevation in 

Since my last letter <to M r . Howard Campen, County Coun-
sel, I wish to commend the county and M r . Bushnell on 
the installation of a drainage pipe across St. Joseph 
Avenue, SW of the Southern Pacific railroad. 

I would feel that it would be practical for an early 
discussion as no drainage structures have as yet been 
installed, the only change being the filling in of 
dirt on the former natural grade of Granger Avenue. 
Therefore I would appreciate an early reply with review 
to discussing this matter pereto^Ly^with you 



C O U N T Y OF S A N T A C L A R A 
» * 

H O W A R D W . C A M P E N 

C D U N T Y C O U N S E L 

^ Office of the COUNTY COUNSEL 

D O N A L D K . C U R R L I N 

A S S I B T A N T C O U N T Y C O U N S E L 

C O U R T H O U S E A N N E X 

2 1 5 N O R T H F I R S T S T R E E T 

S A N J D S E ) 3 , C A L I F O R N I A 

W A D E H . H O V E R 

D E P U T Y C O U N T Y C D U N S E L 

T E L E P H O N E C Y P R E S S 5 - 1 O S O T E L E P H O N E C Y P R E S S 5 - 1 O S O n . -if 
S P E N C E R M . W I L L I A M S 

D E P U T Y C O U N T Y C O U N S E L 

March 27, 1953 

Mr. John H. Lyon 
5210 St. Joseph Avenue 
Mountain View, California 

Dear Sir: 

In reply to your letter of March 16, 1953, 
complaining of certain conditions on Granger 
Avenue, please be advised that your letter was 
formally filed with the Board of Supervisors 
and duly recorded in its minutes of March 23, 
1953. 

Very truly yours 

HOWARD W . CAMPEN 
County Counsel 

c c i ^ C l e r k of the Board of 
Supervisors 

HWC:nw 

§m 



J & J AIR RANCHO 
5210 ST. Joseph Av. 
Mountain View, Calif. 

March l6 f 1953 

M r . Howard Campen, County Counsel 
County Annex' 
County Court House 
San Jose, California 

Dear Sir: 

This is to file formal protest to the County in 
regard to contemplated drainage structures and 
to the elevation of Granger Avenue adjoining our 
property. 

I wish to point out that very little, or no, con-
sideration has been given us &s to the affect this 
road elevation might have on our property value, 
its creation of a new drainage problem, and its 
affect upon the accessibility of our two driveways 
on Granger Avenue• 

I have discussed these various objections with your 
County Engineer, M r . Bushnell and he intends to 
disregard our problem, created in the first place 
by this improper planning in connection with 
drainage and road elevation* 

DATE 

I therefore request that work be haulted on the 
road with the view to demanding that the elevation 
be reduced to its former natural grade, or lower, 
and that adequate drainage s t r u ^ u r e & b e installed 
to take care of the run-G^! 
isions being developed^^Mg<JlrS^e4SXre: 

MAR 2 3 1953 „ 
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RE: CE CO PC ENG 

cbe«E 
A v Jean Pul 

J o h 8 \ . Lfrt>K oEPtrry 

J H I : J w l 



C O U N T Y OF S A ^ A C L A R A 

^ O F F I C E OF C O U N T Y S U R V E Y O R 
R O B E R T B . C H A N D L E R . C O U N T Y S U R V E Y O R 

H A L L O F R E C O R D S 

S A N J O S E . C A L I F O R N I A 

February 19» 1953 

Honorable Board of Supervisors 
Santa Clara County 
San Jose, California 

Gentlemen: 

Attached is a group of roads that have 
been dedicated, accepted, and maintained for a 
period of years. 

The formal papers for acceptance are missing 
from the files. It is my recommendation that 
you make formal acceptance again. 

Very tru 

LB:bm 

li FEB 2 4 ^ 5 3 

I t. Mr.GFHEE.ni'u* 

.Tftan PullaiL-— 

LEONARD BUSHNELL 
County .Engineer 



Q&ajdo 

932 Bay Street 

January 20, 1953 
Mountain View, 
California 

Santa Clara County 
Board of Supervisors 
Court House 
San Jose, California 

f 
t 

BY-

Gentlemen: 

We, the undersigned, residents, property owners, and 
tenants of Bay Street, the west side of El Camino Real 
in (Old Town) Mountain View, California, are hereby 
requesting that the above mentioned public thoroughofare 
be re-surfaced o t improved in such a way to relieve 
the accumulated supplies of rainwater that have settled 
in huge puddles on the street. 

Due to the heavy rains of this season, and many previous, 
large quantities of stagnant rainwater have settled 
along the roadside; it is impossible for this unhealthy 
supply of water to drain off until the wet winter months 
have gone by due to the fact Bay Street is a County road, 
therefore there are no gutters. 

U /Offer this a matter of great importance and do 
^ hope p^fcppt and Immediate action will be taken to correct 

FEB ^ ^ 3 L L # 2 > E R L Y C A R E D f o r s t r e e t . D A T E J M B M H C I M B ' S B B ' 2 - JGGG 

T. Mf.GEHEE, Clerk 
J e * n P j M h r f r u l y jrours > 

• ^DFOi ITY 

APPROVED 
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Name Status 
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February 2 $ 1953 

Mr* Steve Matijasevich 
932 Bay Street 
Mt* View, California 

Dear Sir: 

Your petition relative to Bay Street drainage was 

road to the Board of Supervisors today* 

The County has no Jurisdiction in this matter as 

the street referred to is not a county accepted road* 

Very truly yours, 

BOARD OP SUPERVISORS 

E* T . EIcGEHEE, CLERK 

By . 
Clerk of the Board 


